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1 PROCEEDINGS 

2 MR. JAUDZEMIS: My name is Thomas, T-h-o-m-a-s 

3 Jaudzemis, it's J-a-u-d-z-e-m-i-s. I live on South Padre 

4 Island, Texas. My address is 708 Padre Boulevard, number 

5 1005 South Padre Island 78597. 

6 I'm here because I'm very concerned about the 

7 effects of this proposed development on the residents and 

8 the economy of South Padre Island. South Padre Island's 

9 economy is 100% based on tourism. The only reason people go 

10 to South Padre Island is to enjoy the beach, to go fishing, 

11 to go swimming, to look at the birds, to look at the 

12 dolphins, to take eco-trips and there is no heavy industry 

13 or anything like that in the immediate vicinity. 

14 Our island's southern border is the ship channel 

15 that goes up to the Port of Brownsville and from my condo or 

16 from the Port Isabel causeway I can see the Port of 

17 Brownsville and so I know that we would be directly impacted 

18 by any kind of major event that happened in the Port of 

19 Brownsville and I'm very concerned that one of the last 

20 areas in Texas that still has clean air, clean water, clean 

21 sand could be permanently ruined by any kind of incident 

22 that would happen in the Port of Brownsville. 

23 We're just a short distance from the Port. We're 

24 connected by water with the Port. Any ships carrying these 

25 products would be passing right by the island and Texas 
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1 already has hundreds of miles of carcinogenic coasts and 

2 simply doesn't need any more. 

3 We have by far the best beaches in Texas and 

4 literally hundreds of thousands of people come to that area 

5 to enjoy the -- what's still a nice, pristine area and 

6 that's a sustainable form of economy, it's a sustainable 

7 form of tourism, but it's something which could be destroyed 

8 in a heartbeat if there's anything bad that happens as a 

9 result of a project as the one which is proposed here. 

10 The same is largely true for the surrounding 

11 areas. Port Isabel still has a streams, fishing is a big 

12 activity out of the Port Isabel there's still a shrimp fleet 

13 in, comes out of the Port of Brownsville. And when I look 

14 at some of the incidents which have happened in the Gulf of 

15 Mexico in recent years, we know that they have long-lasting 

16 consequences could devastate a fishery and I just don't know 

17 how the economy of this area would ever recover from that 

18 kind of an incident. 

19 There's no -- really no backup plan that I know 

20 of for places like South Padre Island and Port Isabel. If 

21 our clean air, clean water are ruined by some kind of tanker 

22 that goes down off the coast here. 

23 I'm also very concerned that we're trying to 

24 sacrifice the environment of this area and of the country 

25 for a product which is going to largely be exported -- it's 
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1 going to be sold to other countries. I don't know why we 

2 would have to pay that environmental cost for something 

3 which isn't even going to benefit people in this country. 

4 This is a fuel which is going to be used for a 

5 short period of time. The way the climate is changing, with 

6 global warming, if we don't stop relying on fossil fuels and 

7 all their costs such as the extraction costs to the 

8 environment, refinement costs and the costs of burning these 

9 fuels, we're going to be seeing great catastrophic effects 

10 on life in this planet. 

11 We already see the State of California burning up 

12 because it's been so dry. We see storms hitting, you know 

13 500 years, 1,000 year storms hitting every year. We see 

14 changes in rainfall, we see areas which are normally wet, 

15 drying up. Northern Europe last summer had so little rain 

16 they couldn't ship boat traffic on the Rhine River and on 

17 the Danube River, something which has never happened before. 

18 They have forest fires in the Baltic States and 

19 in Finland and I think if we simply continue to sacrifice 

20 the future for so few bucks at the present time, it's very 

21 far-sighted and it's going to be harmful for generations to 

22 come and at some point it's going to be irreversible damage. 

23 I just think if you do a legitimate cost benefit 

24 analysis of this project, especially figuring out the cost 

25 and benefits over time, this is a project which should not 
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1 be allowed to proceed. I don't see any kind of widespread 

2 support for this kind of project in the local population. 

3 Almost all the people that I talk to are appalled by this 

4 project, they're scared of it and I hope the project is not 

5 green-lighted to go forward. 

6 I would be willing to testify and make my 

7 feelings known at any further hearings and I'm glad to go on 

8 record in opposition to this project, thank you. 

9 MS. KORAB: My name is Lela Burnell Korab. 

10 L-e-l-a B-u-r-n-e-1-1 Korab, K-o-r-a-b is my last name. 

11 And I am with Shrimpers and Fisherman of the RGB. And I -- 

12 we are third generation shrimping -- from a shrimping family 

13 of third generation and we have been in this area since the 

14 1800's and right now we have shrimp boats still and we have 

15 a store it's called Shrimp Outlet, and we cater to tens of 

16 thousands of tourists every year. 

17 And I had one customer -- one customer came in 

18 and say that she has travelled the coast from one point of 

19 the United States, she left from Oregon area and they 

20 travelled along all the west coast and came all along the 

21 south and then all along the east coast and our area was the 

22 most beautiful area that they had seen and they chose to 

23 settle here of all the United States. 

24 And the reason they liked it because the lack of 

25 industry and the lack of pollution and they were very 
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1 impressed and I feel like our area attracts tourism just for 

2 that reason and I feel like the construction of all these 

3 plants and the danger of pollution would have a huge effect 

4 on our local fisherman that fish for pleasure and also that 

5 fish commercially and our shrimping, because the shrimping 

6 depends largely on the estuaries and our eco-system and I 

7 feel like a spill like I read today is inevitable. 

8 Like I read -- this is a quote from the Coast 

9 Guard in the Monitor Magazine, it says, "Accidents while LNG 

10 is being transferred to the ship at the site of LNG storage 

11 tanks and liquefication process is where Hightower has seen 

12 some of the biggest spills that still happen in small 

13 amounts. Hightower said maybe 4 to 5 gallons. It takes 

14 about 15 hours to fill up the LNG ship and transfer the 

15 liquid very fast and use multiple hoses he said so if you 

16 don't get something that causes the hose break or the ship 

17 moves, there is an emergency shutdown device, but you can 

18 have gallons spill out. 

19 Those small gallons would affect the shipping 

20 channel where it's going to be. That's where a lot of the 

21 estuary is in place for our shrimping and our local fishing 

22 and that is my concern. Also, the lack of the use of the 

23 waterways and the lack of for sports fishermen and 

24 commercial fishermen as well. I think that's it. 

25 MS. RUDOLPH: My name is Theresa Rudolph, 
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1 T-h-e-r-e-s-a Rudolph is R-u-d-o-l-p-h. I've lived on 

2 South Padre Island since 2001 full time. I've been visiting 

3 here since 1987 and I've owned property both in Port Isabel 

4 and on South Padre Island since 1994. 

5 My background is I'm a businesswoman and I fully 

6 understand the need for jobs. However, I am totally against 

7 LNG and fracking, especially in our area because I believe 

8 it will have a negative effect on jobs. 

9 Yes, people at the Port will make money but our 

10 main industry is tourism, including fishing and eco-tourism. 

11 Increased pollution in air and water will reduce tourism and 

12 hurt our local economy and ultimately reduce the number of 

13 jobs. We draw tourists from Houston, from Dallas, from 

14 Austin, San Antonio and all around Texas. A lot of these 

15 tourists drive here. 

16 In driving here in many cases they drive right 

17 past exits for Galveston and Corpus Christi and other towns 

18 along the beach area. They come here and they come here 

19 because we don't have the industry and the pollution that 

20 those other places do. They pass right by Corpus Christi, 

21 three hours they're drive could be done three hours earlier, 

22 instead they come here. 

23 They come here because our water is relatively 

24 clean and our air is relatively clean and we don't have a 

25 huge industry and the tall buildings they feel like they 
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1 really have a getaway. Our water here is already a problem. 

2 LNG will make it worse. 

3 Some may think it is acceptable levels of 

4 pollutants. I would urge you to be the person who's 

5 drinking the water or in our case not drinking the water. I 

6 have rental units, I need to provide bottled water for them. 

7 We have filtered water in our restaurants, it's already a 

8 problem. 

9 There is no question there will be air and water 

10 pollution. The question is what are the levels and what is 

11 acceptable and what is acceptable to whom. It's not 

12 acceptable to me, it's not acceptable to the residents in 

13 this area. 

14 In addition to we will have an effect from that 

15 pollution both in the first year and every year thereafter. 

16 Safety is another issue. I realize that they're doing what 

17 they can to keep it safe, however, there is only one way for 

18 me to get off that island in case there's a problem. I'm 

19 within several miles, I have to cross the Queen Isabella 

20 causeway, it is the only way across and off the island and 

21 unfortunately it's over the causeway towards the problem. 

22 We would be driving directly towards any blast or 

23 any problem that occurs or any leakage or spillage or 

24 anything else. We're on the other side, but we're right 

25 there. I have a friend with asthma, he's a singer. If the 
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1 air quality is any worse he will have to leave. We'll lose 

2 residents, there are studies -- in fact we've had people 

3 before discuss the problems this has on children's health 

4 and on anyone who is not fully developed yet, those problems 

5 are even stronger and worse and harder than they are on 

6 adults. 

7 Getting to the natural area and habitat -- I 

8 moved here because it was a beautiful, relatively pristine 

9 area where there was tourism, yes, there was fishing, there 

10 were people out playing on the water in all kinds of 

11 different ways. That's going to be reduced. 

12 The traffic of the tankers will be an eyesore and 

13 it will be a problem for boaters who go out both early in 

14 the mornings for fishing and coming back. It will be a 

15 problem for tourism boats. We have a lot of boats who go 

16 out on dolphin watches, we have a lot of fishing boats just 

17 by the day. We have a lot of people who just go out joy 

18 riding in the boats and now all of a sudden we are going to 

19 have tankers going back and forth every single day in the 

20 channel that we've enjoyed. I think that will reduce the 

21 tourism. 

22 I think a lot fewer people will come here because 

23 of that which means ultimately fewer jobs. We have a lot of 

24 issues in this area because they would affect the ocelot, 

25 the natural beauty in a lot of the areas. In reading the 
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1 materials it looks like they are not going to provide equal 

2 areas to fix what they're ruining. 

3 I know that they are going to provide some jobs 

4 but it's not nearly the amount of jobs that we are going to 

5 lose ultimately from this. I believe our current 

6 administration is in there because of increased jobs and the 

7 promises of increased jobs. So I am appealing to you on 

8 that current that I truly believe we will have a net loss of 

9 jobs if this is allowed to come here. 

10 We are also one of the worst areas as far as 

11 getting good premium healthcare, so if you add all these 

12 detriments to our health in the air, in the water and then 

13 the potential problems of explosions, leaks, other things -- 

14 we do not have the kind of healthcare a major city would 

15 have. We are one of the poorest areas of the country and I 

16 feel like this is being pushed on us because we are one of 

17 the poorest areas in the country. 

18 They can easily build this somewhere else. There 

19 is land where it's already not pristine. There are many 

20 dirty sites that this could be built on including some in 

21 Corpus Christi, so I really think that those are the places 

22 that this should be. If it is built here, our health will 

23 decline. It will be years before we see the cumulative 

24 effects of what will happen to our health and to our 

25 children's health. 
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1 There are already many other sites this thing 

2 could go. I urge that you please say no to LNG and no to 

3 the pipelines coming here. Thank you for your time. 

4 MS. HANCE: My name is Andrea Hance, it's 

5 A-n-d-r-e-a H-a-n-c-e. My title if you need it, I'm the 

6 Executive Director of the Texas Shrimp Association. 

7 So we have a few concerns that I'd like to bring 

8 up. First of all we obviously are concerned about any 

9 environmental impacts and I do realize that there are some 

10 studies that either are currently being conducted or they 

11 will in the near future but obviously that's our number 1 

12 concern is any effects on the estuaries, the water 

13 temperatures, and probably things that I'm not even aware of 

14 because I'm not a marine biologist, so that's our first 

15 concern. 

16 Our second concern would be the use of the 

17 channel. So the vessel traffic -- are we going to be 

18 easily, are we going to be allowed to basically come and go 

19 as need be or are we going to be limited to certain hours? 

20 We obviously need to make sure that our ships can flow in 

21 freely, you know, obviously if there's any negative -- if 

22 we're effected negatively on that we'd like to have some 

23 form of compensation and then the other area we want to make 

24 sure that with these facilities will it increase the level 

25 of security in terms or in relations to our fishing vessels? 
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1 So in other words, we get boarded every now and then from 

2 the Coast Guard or any law enforcement agency, they can 

3 board our boats. 

4 And we just want to make sure that this is not 

5 going to increase our working together -- I guess the number 

6 of boardings so to speak. We want to make sure 

7 security-wise they're not out there boarding our boats every 

8 single time the boat comes in or out. 

9 I guess the fourth concern is obviously tourism, 

10 so we've really vamped up the tourism down at the Port of 

11 Brownsville by the winter Texan tourists and actually the 

12 Texas Shrimp Association is actually working with a grant to 

13 assist with increasing the tourism and we run anywhere from 

14 5 to 7,000 people through in a month and a half and 

15 obviously timing-wise that's going to revert back to you 

16 know, the ships need to be there at a certain time. 

17 I know one of my fellow shrimpers they work in 

18 the tourism industry and they have to make sure the ships 

19 are there at a certain time in order to feed the consumer -- 

20 feed the tourist. And those are just touching upon I guess 

21 the four or five issues that we're having a problem with. 

22 I guess the other thing I'd like to bring up is 

23 kind of the fear of the unknown. What happens if and/or 

24 when we are financially impacted? I'd like to know what 

25 kind of compensation plan that's in place and other than 
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1 that I think that's all that I'd like to bring up. 

2 MS. BURNELL: Nytah, N-y-t-a-h Burnell. I quote 

3 from an article in the Monitor, "The U.S. Coast Guard 

4 assesses these hazards and determines critical areas and 

5 waterway suitability Hightower said. 

6 The speed limit is one way to minimize the 

7 severity of an accident, there are a lot of things the Coast 

8 Guard can draw on to reduce the likelihood of a breach and 

9 thus the hazard to the public, Hightower said. 

10 It changes depending on the waterway what 

11 industries, community center and residential areas, but it's 

12 still best to be as far away from populated areas as 

13 possible like the Cheniere Testa Levine and Sabine Pass, 

14 Louisiana." 

15 If the Federal Energy Regulation Commission 

16 provided these provisions for the Cheniere Facility, what is 

17 the difference for our area? I am currently living less 

18 than 100 yards from the waterway in question. I would 

19 appreciate the same considerations. 

20 Bullet points for comments to FERC on Rio-Grande 

21 LNG Draft Environmental Impact Statement -- the Draft 

22 Environmental Impact Statement is incomplete. There is a 

23 long list of important information that FERC is requesting 

24 from Rio Grande. 

25 Before the end of the comment period, how is the 
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1 public supposed to comment on information that isn't there? 

2 The comment deadline should be extended for at least 2 weeks 

3 after all the required information is submitted and made 

4 public. The mitigation plan is grossly inadequate. 

5 There is no mitigation plan for the Upland, Loma 

6 and brush habitat that will be destroyed. For the wetlands 

7 that will be built in -- excuse me, they proposed preserving 

8 an area that is already under Fish and Wildlife Service 

9 Protection and Management -- that does not mean in full 

10 mitigation. 

11 The Wetlands Mitigation Plan as proposed will 

12 violate the No Net Loss Federal Policy. The need for this 

13 project has not been demonstrated. There are no buyers for 

14 the LNG, no binding contracts for a project with so many 

15 negative impacts, unequivocal need for the product of each 

16 town. 

17 There is no analysis of the impacts to both the 

18 bait shrimping industry which relies on the BSC nor on the 

19 off-shore shrimping industry which relies ready access to 

20 the BSC to get to and from the Gulf. 

21 The DEIS says that of the 36 -- 3,655 acres that 

22 would be disturbed during construction, 1,507 acres would 

23 return to pre-construction conditions and use including 

24 wetlands. After literally years of construction and 

25 activity that is highly unlikely, particularly in the 
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1 terminal area. 

2 FERC should require Uplands mitigation for this 

3 loss. Dredging impacts on the Bahia Grande and South Bay 

4 need to be examined. Sea grasses and oyster beds can be 

5 affected by even mild dredged soil deposition. 

6 Using wetlands for work space and roads is 

7 unacceptable. The likelihood of their returning to their 

8 original state after several years of heavy construction is 

9 almost non-existent. The DEIS says that 74 acres of 

10 wildlife habitat will be permanently destroyed at the 

11 terminal site. 

12 There is no mention of how this loss will be 

13 replaced or mitigated. A moderate permanent impact on local 

14 wildlife is not acceptable. The DEIS states that wetlands 

15 that channel and mud flaps at the terminal site are 

16 essential fish habitat, yet it appears no study has been 

17 done on the fish and vented resources in the channel at the 

18 project site. 

19 Without that data, how can you assess the impacts 

20 of the extensive dredging, pile driving and operation of the 

21 project. The DEIS states that this project has the 

22 potential to result in significant impacts on ocelot and 

23 ocelot recovery for an area that has so few ocelot and so 

24 little ocelot habitat, this is reason to deny the permit. 

25 The DEIS states that there would be moderate 
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1 impacts of this upon the boat launch area. There would be 

2 even greater impacts onto fish in the restoration channel 

3 which nearly abuts the Rio Grande LNG site. This needs to 

4 be addressed and included. 

5 The DEIS states there will be 92.9 million in 

6 property taxes paid over 22 years which will result in a 

7 moderate, permanent and positive economic impact. This 

8 averages 4.2 million per year which has to cover increased 

9 school costs, construction, repair of roads, 

10 infrastructure, fire, police, EMS and other services. 

11 Taxpayers will likely be paying more than 2 

12 million per year and is FERC considering that with every 

13 year of operation the taxable value of the project will be 

14 depreciating. 

15 MS. MCBRIDGE: My name is Jennie McBride and it's 

16 J-e-n-n-i-e M-c-B-r-i-d-e, McBride. Well I don't know if 

17 they know anything about the fact that there's an island 

18 very near here, it's called Long Island Village and it has a 

19 community of about 2,500 sometimes more, sometimes less 

20 residents and its located just 1.7 miles southeast of the 

21 proposed LNG plant, especially Texas LNG. 

22 Our community was created with a resort-like 

23 atmosphere with many outdoor activities like golfing and 

24 fishing, swimming and most of the owners there including 

25 myself are older, retired residents. Many have compromised 
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1 respiratory systems, compromised immune systems and 

2 cardiopulmonary problems. 

3 The proposed LNG project would negatively impact 

4 -- I'm a little nervous, impact my community's health, the 

5 health that everybody that lives in Long Island Village and 

6 Port Isabel because of the harmful emissions and I've 

7 already read some of the things that have come out that 

8 there are harmful emissions and we're directly south, 

9 southeast from these plants so it will come right down the 

10 ship channel and right into our village. 

11 Many of us would have to sell and move. The LNG 

12 tanker ships used to transport the gas represent another 

13 hazard. We are just one-half mile from where these tanker 

14 ships will pass through on the Brownsville Ship Channel well 

15 within the extreme danger zone. 

16 I really wish somebody from FERC would come out 

17 and just look at what I'm talking about and see Long Island 

18 Village and our proximity to what you're proposing doing out 

19 there or the companies are proposing doing. 

20 Should there be an incident at the LNG plant or 

21 on a tanker ship our ability to evacuate is compromised by 

22 the fact that there's only one escape route and that is an 

23 old swing bridge that was built in the 1950's. This bridge 

24 is frequently closed to vehicular traffic so when it opens 

25 up to boat traffic, barges, commercial and tourist boats, 
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1 fishing boats, shrimping boats, all of that and then we 

2 can't get off the island when it's opened up for the boat 

3 traffic. 

4 If there was an incident we could be trapped on 

5 the island with no place to get off, no way to get off, 

6 that's our only escape. So these proposed LNG plants are 

7 miles away from Brownsville Ship Channel or Brownsville, the 

8 city, but they're sitting right on top of our beautiful 

9 coastal communities. 

10 The residents of Long Island Village came here to 

11 get away from pollutants, of big cities and factories. 

12 Please consider saying no to the Rio Grande LNG Plant, the 

13 Texas LNG Plant and Nova. Don't make another -- doom 

14 another coastal community. It also, I know it will kill the 

15 shrimping industry down here, it will kill the fishing 

16 industry. 

17 I mean everybody fishes in South Bay and they 

18 won't be able to get there because with three LNG plants 

19 there's going to be all these tankers coming down the 

20 waterway, nobody will be able to get out there and fish. 

21 It's a very bad situation for the people that live in this 

22 area, and that's about it. 

23 MR. MCBRIDE: My name is Ed McBride, the last 

24 name is spelled M-c-B-r-i-d-e. I'm a resident of Long 

25 Island Village, it's a small island between the Brownsville 
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1 Ship Channel and the Intracoastal Waterway and we're about a 

2 mile -- 1.7 miles southeast of the proposed LNG export 

3 terminal and which puts us in their blast zone. 

4 Also the prevailing winds are from that direction 

5 and so it also puts us in their pollutant zone and we feel 

6 like we were never considered when the LNG plants were being 

7 built. All the things we saw were this far from Brownsville 

8 or this far from downtown Brownsville and they're so much 

9 closer to our island than to Brownsville Island and I'm a 

10 retired Captain with the -- from the Colorado Fire 

11 Department and a veteran from Vietnam and I'm a taxpaying 

12 citizen of Texas. 

13 And I feel like those people that make the 

14 decisions whether or not to build these plants should take 

15 into consideration our proximity and the dangers that we 

16 face on a day-to-day basis if they put the plant in or if 

17 those large shipping barges go past our island every day, 

18 okay. 

19 MS. TSCHIRHART: My name is Gail Tschirhart and 

20 my last name is T (as in Tom), s (as in Sam) c-h-i-r-h-a-r-t 

21 and G-a-i-1 for my first name. 

22 Okay my main concern is that I live on Long 

23 Island Village and there are several concerns with that. 

24 Number one we're within the blast zone and number two -- we 

25 moved here to get away from the pollution and we're 
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1 concerned about the pollution that's going to be coming our 

2 way due to the main direction of the wind from that plant. 

3 I'm also concerned about the wildlife. We have a 

4 refugee refuse out there, wildlife refuge and they will be 

5 taking part of that away from us and what the impact will be 

6 on the animals is a concern. 

7 The other one is that with the people on Long 

8 Island Village most of us are older, retired people with 

9 health issues and the pollutants coming our way I'm worried 

10 that it will affect them. And the last one is that we do 

11 live on an island that has an old swing bridge -- that's our 

12 only way on and off that island and the swing bridge was 

13 built in the '50's. 

14 If something happened and the bridge was open, we 

15 would be trapped on the island if there was an explosion or 

16 anything else that happened. That's it. 

17 MR. VALDEZ: My name is Rene Valdez, R-e-n-e last 

18 name Valdez, V-a-l-d-e-z. So again my name is Rene Valdez, 

19 I am a resident of Laguna Vista and I work on South Padre 

20 Island and I wanted to make my comments known that I am for 

21 the project or all the projects with the natural gas coming 

22 to the area. Being a former Point Isabel independent school 

23 district Board member and Board President -- as a Board 

24 member I would have been in full support of the project and 

25 also I would hope that all the other Board members would be 
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1 in support of the project as well. 

2 One of the things that I'm looking forward to is 

3 the types of jobs that this would bring to our area. I am 

4 the father of three children and one of those children has 

5 his heart set on being a mechanical engineer and so those 

6 types of jobs around this area are non-existent and so these 

7 types of projects would bring those jobs to our area -- good 

8 paying jobs that he could get here locally as opposed to 

9 having to go to another city, away or around the country or 

10 anywhere else. 

11 So I just wanted to be known and go on record as 

12 saying that I am for the project and I hope that they get 

13 the qualifications that they need to start construction and 

14 open up very, very soon. 

15 MS. BRANCH: Mary Branch, B-r-a-n-c-h. I wanted 

16 to address the Environmental Impact as my primary reason for 

17 being against these projects and hope that FERC considers my 

18 comments which the Bahia Grande unit will be affected which 

19 now part of the Laguna Atascosa National Wildlife Refuge. 

20 Historically the wetlands of the Bahia Grande 

21 Unit served as a very important nursery for a wide variety 

22 of fish and shellfish and wintering winter fowl and 

23 waterfowl that had natural title flow between the Bahia 

24 Grande and the Laguna Madre and that was cut-off by 

25 construction projects in the 1930's and the 1950's. 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 


24 


1 For 70 years this degraded wetland was a source 

2 of blowing dust, a site of massive fish kills and a 

3 complicated natural resource problem. Today Bahia Grande is 

4 considered one of the largest and most successful coastal 

5 wetland restoration projects in the United States. 

6 The Laguna Atascosa National Wildlife Refuge 

7 acquired this Bahia Grande unit, 21,700 acres, located 

8 between the towns of Laguna Vista and Brownsville, Texas. 

9 Almost half of the unit is wetlands including the 6,500 acre 

10 Bahia Grande Basin for which the tract of land was named. 

11 This is now with the -- in 2007 everything has 

12 been restored. They cut in new channels and waters to make 

13 the tidal flows exchange throughout the whole system so now 

14 we have the Laguna Margate and the Little Laguna Madre. 

15 While more work still remains, we have these 

16 10,000 acres of wetland that is vitally rehabilitated for 

17 habitat, wildlife and fisheries. We've improved 

18 environmental positions in surrounding communities that were 

19 previously affected by blowing dust and have provided 

20 opportunities for recreation and environmental education 

21 and contribute to the local economy through increased nature 

22 and eco-tourism. 

23 The partnership of more than 65 groups has made 

24 all of this happen and have won awards in the National 

25 Wetlands Conservation and Coastal American Partnership 
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1 awards. The hydrology is now restored. This highly 

2 affected lagoon system is once again an important nursery 

3 for fin fish such as redro, shellfish, shrimp, blue crab. 

4 The interior islands are attracting breeding 

5 water birds, gull billed terns, skimmers and most recently 

6 the first nesting pair of pelicans -- brown pelicans in 

7 South Texas since the 1920's. The next phase needs to 

8 happen and we do not need it degraded by the 7 year 

9 construction plan of these plants and terminals to export an 

10 industry that is struggling for advocacy and there is no 

11 reason for that to be placed here or for these contracts to 

12 be approved. 

13 The Laguna Atascosa National Wildlife Refuge is 

14 the largest protected area of natural habitat left in the 

15 lower Rio Grande Valley. Its 98,000 acres located almost 

16 entirely in Cameron County. The Peregrine Fund began 

17 introducing captive bred northern aplomado falcons to the 

18 refuge in 1985, they had been nearly extinct in the 

19 Southwestern United States. 

20 Now we're home to 40 pairs. 9 other endangered 

21 or threatened species inhabit this refuge -- the Texas 

22 ocelot, the Gulf Coast Jaguarundi and other rare wild cats 

23 and biologists just now tracked one female ocelot and found 

24 her den and a baby kitten weighing less than one pound is 

25 now in our refuge. 
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1 The birds -- oh my gosh, the Laguna Atascosa 

2 National Wildlife Refuge is a designated Western Hemisphere 

3 shore bird reserve network. There's very few of those -- 

4 it's for the whole western hemisphere. 

5 These two sites along with the Rancho Rincon de 

6 Anachuitas in Mexico -- these two sites make up the first 

7 bi-national sites within the western hemisphere that 

8 together host 100,000 shore birds annually. 

9 Their mission is to conserve shore birds, their 

10 habitats through -- and their habitats through a network of 

11 key sites across the Americas protecting birds as they 

12 migrate across international borders is a conservation 

13 priority that requires coordinated efforts among countries. 

14 This refuge is host or home to an incredible 

15 diversity of migrating birds that funnel through the tip of 

16 Texas in an effort to avoid flying too far east over the 

17 Gulf Coast or too far west over the desert. In addition, 

18 many southern species of wildlife reach their northernmost 

19 range when they hit the Rio Grande. 

20 Butterflies -- this is home to 130 documented 

21 species. In closing, the unique convergence of the 

22 temperate climate, sub-tropical coastal and Chihuahuan 

23 Desert habitats in this region supports habitat diversity 

24 which today includes 450 plant species and the list is 

25 growing. 
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1 I have seen nothing in the 700-page DEIS that 

2 FERC has put out that addresses any of this. I have not 

3 seen comments from U.S. Fish and Wildlife, the Corps of 

4 Engineers, any of the environmental or conservation groups. 

5 I am very much opposed to it and I think besides the safety 

6 portion of it -- that it is going to be a travesty to our 

7 community and our environment. 

8 MR. BATHURST: My name is James Bathurst, it's 

9 J-a-m-e-s B-a-t-h-u-r-s-t. I'm a 20-year resident here in 

10 Port Isabel. I'm very much opposed to the LNG projects. 

11 I'm also a licensed master boat captain, I don't do any 

12 commercial work down here but I have done in many other 

13 places. 

14 I understand what happens when these ships come 

15 and go. And we bought in this area and moved here because 

16 of the spectacular environment and the boating 

17 opportunities. And nobody seems to be able to give an 

18 accurate representation of how many ships will be coming and 

19 going. I've heard that if all three of these entities are 

20 -- come to fruition that there may be 10 ships a week having 

21 dealt with and worked with the U.S. Coast Guard on many 

22 occasions. 

23 In other places its 500 yards laterally, 1,000 

24 yards fore and aft for a no-go zone around the ships. The 

25 Brownsville Ship Channel is 1,200 feet wide which 
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1 effectively cuts off the Ship Channel to any traffic being 

2 able to access either Port of Brownsville or from that 

3 direction heading east into the Gulf of Mexico. 

4 When we first came to this area the number 1 

5 industry here was shrimping -- it's now been moved down a 

6 notch with tourism but we have one of the most beautiful 

7 pristine beaches along the Gulf Coast. I saw what happened 

8 with the oil spill further north along the Gulf Coast with 

9 10 ships per week coming and going. 

10 There will at some point, be some sort of an 

11 incident. It'd be great to think that it's not going to 

12 happen but it would decimate our local economy way worse 

13 than the collapse of the Queen Isabella Causeway did. 

14 Anyway, it's my home is approximately 1.8 miles 

15 from where one of these plants is destined and the thought 

16 of something that can pollute the waters will absolutely no 

17 question about it, be light pollution at night, there will 

18 be noise involved, there will be heavy traffic coming and 

19 going. 

20 I'm not just some old fart who is saying, "Not in 

21 my backyard," this area is too spectacular to sell it away 

22 for essentially an under-utilized concept at this point. 

23 When they talk about the jobs that this will bring that is 

24 just insane to think that those jobs could replace all of 

25 the shrimping, fishing and tourist jobs when some kind of an 
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1 incident happens here and that all goes away. 

2 I'm — I guess I can't be more emphatic about 

3 what a blight this is. From a personal point of view I'm 

4 sure it will clean my property values. Well I'm an old guy, 

5 probably not going to happen while I'm still around so but I 

6 think about my heirs and I think about people who would be 

7 coming to make use of this area or to move here and the area 

8 is showing nice growth and to bring in this kind of 

9 industrial so close to where people are living is -- I 

10 just, I am stunned that it's even a consideration. 

11 30 seconds -- I think I've probably said enough. 

12 I'm just angry about it and I'm sorry that you have to 

13 listen to this repeatedly, you seem like a very nice man. 

14 MS. POYTHRESS: My name is Marianne Poythress. 

15 Marianne is spelled M-a-r-i-a-n-n-e and Poythress is 

16 P-o-y-t-h-r-e-s-s. Alright so I'm going to do two. So let 

17 me start with Rio Grande. 

18 So first the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

19 is incomplete, it's a long list of information that FERC is 

20 requesting from Rio Grande before the end of the comment 

21 period. So my question is obviously somebody is doing a 

22 shoddy job here, how's the public supposed to respond to 

23 information that isn't present yet? 

24 Second, the mitigation plan is inadequate. 

25 There's no mitigation plan for Upland Loma and brush habitat 
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1 -- that will be destroyed. The wetlands -- that will be 

2 filled in, they propose preserving an area that's already 

3 under the Fish and Wildlife Service Protection and 

4 Management. 

5 This is not a meaningful mitigation. The next 

6 point is I have health issues and if Rio Grande is built it 

7 will be the largest single stationary source of nitrogen 

8 oxide, carbon monoxide, VOC's, sulfur dioxide, particulate 

9 matter, greenhouse gases in the Rio Grande Valley. 

10 All these things will be blowing directly on me. 

11 I live on the -- from the prevailing winds, from their 

12 facility and I will be breathing that. The DEIS states that 

13 project emissions are below applicable screening levels and 

14 therefore adverse health effects are not expected. 

15 I disagree, the higher air pollutants level 

16 affect -- have more adverse health effects, especially a 

17 vulnerable population like me. I'm going to feel every one 

18 of those particulates and stuff blowing in the air. In 

19 April and May there are days when the RGB has some of the 

20 highest particular levels in the state and this project 

21 would worsen those levels and there's no safe level for 

22 VOC's. 

23 The cumulative emissions of greenhouse gases 

24 would be massive. 10.7 trillion tons per year with the Rio 

25 Grande being by far the largest contributor and this would 
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1 continue for 20 to 30 years or longer. During a time when 

2 we need to be reducing carbon emissions drastically, this 

3 project if built and approved would move us in the opposite 

4 direction and that's the Rio Grande's contribution to the 

5 cumulative impact on climate change and cannot be precisely 

6 measured and there's no reason for FERC to wash its hands of 

7 it. FERC should require a carbon capture and deny the 

8 permit. 

9 The Valley Crossing Pipeline already goes under 

10 the Rio Grande terminal site. We do not think it's safe to 

11 build an LNG liquefaction terminal over a large buried 

12 high-pressure natural gas pipeline, even if the risk of 

13 rupture is low. 

14 The SpaceX launch site at Boca Chica is 5 miles 

15 from their terminal site, where is the launch failure 

16 analysis? Did this analysis include SpaceX BFR which will 

17 be larger than any existing rocket and is what SpaceX says 

18 they intend to use at the Boca Chica site. 

19 The DEIS says the greatest cumulative impacts 

20 would be on soil, surface water quality, vegetation, 

21 wildlife, aquatic resources, threatened and endangered 

22 species, visual resources, land and water based 

23 transportation, air quality and noise. These are more than 

24 sufficient for what -- these are more than sufficient 

25 reasons to deny this permit. 
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1 Okay now onto Texas. Alright for the Texas LNG 

2 the Draft Environmental Impact Statement is incomplete, 

3 there's a long list of information that FERC is requesting 

4 from Texas LNG before the end of the comment period. 

5 How is the public supposed to comment on 

6 information that isn't there? The mitigation plan is 

7 inadequate, there's no mitigation plan for destroyed Loma -- 

8 Loma del Mosquite in Loma del Draga in the brush habitat for 

9 the wetlands. 

10 Texas LNG proposes mitigation of the Loma 

11 Ecological Preserve, an area that is already under the Fish 

12 and Wildlife Surface Protection and Management. This is not 

13 a meaningful mitigation. 

14 Texas LNG would be a large single stationary 

15 source of nitrogen oxide, carbon monoxide, VOC's, sulfur 

16 dioxide, particulate matter and greenhouse gases in the Rio 

17 Grande Valley. The higher air pollutant's levels, the more 

18 diverse health affects there are, especially to vulnerable 

19 populations. 

20 I am one of those populations. I suffer from 

21 respiratory problems that cause all sorts of complications 

22 for me and so I'm very concerned about this. In April and 

23 May there are days when the RGB has some high particular 

24 levels, some of the highest particulate levels in the state. 

25 This project would worsen those levels and 
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1 there's no safe level for VOC's. The leading climate change 

2 scientists believe that these elevated levels of greenhouse 

3 gases are the primary cause of warming from the global 

4 climate system. These existing and future global emissions 

5 of greenhouse gases unless significantly curtailed have the 

6 potential to cause further warming and changes to the local, 

7 regional and global climate systems. 

8 The impacts of SpaceX on LNG operations and LNG 

9 operations on SpaceX must be fully analyzed before 

10 permitting LNG. Analysis of the impacts after construction 

11 is not in the public interest. It is also not clear if the 

12 SpaceX study included the BFR which is now the rocket 

13 proposed to be launched at the SpaceX Boca Chica facility. 

14 Texas LNG proposed to acquire gas from 

15 non-jurisdictional Texas LNG lateral which will connect to 

16 the Valley Crossing Pipeline. Texas LNG has not identified 

17 the company who would construct the pipeline. 

18 Valley Crossing multiple times has communicated 

19 to FERC that it will not be associated with providing gas to 

20 LNG terminals, nor has Valley Crossing communicated any 

21 changes to their design with connections to LNG projects. 

22 Before issuance of a permit their plan to acquire gas in 

23 agreements with Valley Crossing should be verified and 

24 detailed and project planned in the DEIS and available for 

25 public viewing and comment. 
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1 The Texas LNG DEIS indicates the greatest 

2 cumulative impact beyond surface water resources, ocelot 

3 habitat, visual resources and operational noise. These are 

4 more than sufficient reasons to deny a permit. 

5 Once again I am a resident directly in line of 

6 receiving all of the junk that they put out and I don't want 

7 it and it doesn't do the community any good. Thank you. 

8 MR. BOWARD: My name is Glenn Boward, spelled 

9 G-e-1, I'm sorry let's try it again, G-l-e-n-n B-o-w-a-r-d. 

10 I ask FERC to deny Rio Grande LNG's request for 

11 authorization to construct and operated liquefied natural 

12 gas facilities in Cameron County, Texas and Rio Bravo 

13 Pipeline's request to construct, operate and maintain a new 

14 pipeline system in Jim Wells, Kelberg, Kenedy, Willacy and 

15 Cameron County Texas. 

16 FERC's opening letter of the Draft EIS to Rio 

17 Grande LNG clearly justifies reasons to deny Rio Grande 

18 LNG's request for authorization. I quote, "The FERC staff 

19 concludes that construction and operation of the Rio Grande 

20 LNG Project would result in some adverse environmental 

21 impacts . " 

22 And combined with other projects within the 

23 geographic scope, Rio Grande LNG Project, "Would result in 

24 certain, significant, cumulate impacts." From the Draft 

25 EIS's opening letter it appears that FERC has enough 
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1 information to outright deny Rio Grande LNG's request for 

2 authorization but I offer the following additional reasons: 

3 The Draft EIS is simply incomplete. FERC 

4 reviewed and found unacceptable Rio Grande LNG's request for 

5 additional alternative measures from FERC procedures, FERC 

6 recommended Rio Grande LNG file an updated project 

7 justification for their proposed use of certain wetlands as 

8 "work spaces," prior to the end of the Draft EIS comment 

9 period. 

10 FERC should deny the permit if Rio Grande LNG 

11 does not comply with their request. How can FERC justify a 

12 deadline for public comments when important information is 

13 excluded? Until Rio Grande LNG complies with FERC's request 

14 and such important information is made public, I recommend 

15 that the deadline for public comments be extended a minimum 

16 of 2 weeks after Rio Grande LNG compliance to FERC's request 

17 is made public. 

18 Rio Grande LNG has proposed a flagrantly 

19 insufficient mitigation plan. Rio Grande LNG proposed to 

20 preserve an area that is already under U.S. Fish and 

21 Wildlife Service Protection and Management. 

22 As proposed by Rio Grande LNG, the mitigation 

23 plan violates the No Net Loss Federal Policy. The Draft EIS 

24 states that 74 acres of wildlife habitat will be permanently 

25 destroyed at the terminal site. There is no stated plan on 
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1 how this loss will be replaced or mitigated. 

2 A "moderate, permanent impact," on local wildlife 

3 is unacceptable. How can FERC ignore such flagrantly 

4 insufficient mitigation plan? The Draft EIS notes that 

5 3,655 acres would be disturbed during the construction and 

6 1,507 acres would return to pre-construction conditions and 

7 uses including wetlands. 

8 This seems highly improbable, especially in the 

9 proposed terminal area. To compensate for this loss FERC 

10 should require Upland mitigation. Using wetlands for work 

11 space and roads is unacceptable. Returning work space 

12 wetlands to preconstruction conditions and uses after 

13 several years of heavy construction is highly unlikely. 

14 There needs to be a study on the impact that the 

15 proposed dredging would have on existing sea grass and 

16 oyster beds in the Bahia Grande and South Bay, such areas 

17 are highly vulnerable to a small degree of dredged soil 

18 deposition. FERC should request such a study. 

19 The Draft EIS states that the Rio Grande LNG 

20 Project "has the potential to result in significant impacts 

21 on ocelot and ocelot recovery." Given the ocelot population 

22 and habitat has greatly been reduced in this area, this is 

23 another reason for FERC to deny the project. 

24 If Rio Grande LNG is built, it would be the 

25 largest single stationary source of nitrogen oxides, carbon 
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1 monoxides, volatile organic compounds, sulfur dioxide, 

2 particulate matter and greenhouse gases in the Rio Grande 

3 Valley. 

4 The Draft EIS states project emissions are below 

5 applicable screening levels and therefore adverse health 

6 effects are not expected -- I disagree. 

7 DR. SEMBLER: Okay my name is Doctor Shelly 

8 Sembler, and I live in Laguna Heights which is -- 

9 S-e-m-b-l-e-r. I live in Port Isabel which lies between 

10 Laguna Vista and Port Isabel and this is the second time 

11 reporting to you know, verbal statement because we -- in our 

12 area, in South Padre Island, Port Isabel, Laguna Vista, we 

13 don't want this facility coming because it will be a loss of 

14 value of our property which is already decreasing. 

15 It was on its way up and then LNG announced that 

16 it was coming and the property values plateaued and now 

17 they're heading downward and its -- we're -- that's very 

18 important to our area. Also, we're a tourist area, we 

19 depend on the cleanliness of our beaches and our water and 

20 that will change radically with this facility coming. 

21 And that's beside all the impact of the people 

22 who come to look at the birds and the ocelots and the 

23 unusual sea life that's here, the turtles. We are a tourist 

24 area and we attract people who come from all over the world 

25 specifically to look at us and then a lot of them decide 
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1 that they're going to not just vacation but come and live 

2 here and so the South Padre Island, the values of the 

3 properties there -- they're not selling anymore. 

4 People are sort of upset and worried because the 

5 value has plateaued and then it's beginning to slide 

6 downward, so that's a lot of it. And then there's also the 

7 fact that business-wise because we are a tourist company, 

8 tourist area, our tourists will disappear because people 

9 won't want to come to do the touristy things, the beaches 

10 and the water and taking the tours there, they won't want to 

11 because the gas and oil is going to change the air quality 

12 here and also the water quality. 

13 Right now we only have to deal with I think three 

14 airports and four dumps, that's what impacts our air quality 

15 right now. And this is going to change us so that instead 

16 of dealing with three airports, we'll now have to deal with 

17 the same environmental loss of sorry, the poor air quality 

18 as though we had 10 airports and 25 dumps. 

19 And that's ridiculous that people come here to 

20 have longer life and all of that is going to change and it 

21 will decrease the quality of our life. Let me think, the 

22 other thing is when the ships are coming in and out of the 

23 channel, the channel has to close down because it's a danger 

24 and so -- and that ship channel goes right past our 

25 Schlitterbaun, it goes past our beaches, our county parks. 
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1 so all of that affects our lives and the loss of business is 

2 just -- I'm very concerned about that and I think that's 

3 something I understand it's not an environmental impact 

4 exactly except as we lose our environment, our excellent 

5 quality of environment, the reason that people come here 

6 will be lost. 

7 And so people who come and have worked here for 

8 years, generations they won't be able to continue to live 

9 here because their jobs will be gone. It seems to me that 

10 it would be much smarter if the port and the environment did 

11 something to help boost the tourist -- thank you, that would 

12 help boosts the tourist business instead of a loss of it and 

13 that's what I would hope that you all would pay a lot of 

14 attention to that and thank you very much for listening to 

15 my comments, I appreciate it. 

16 MS. WARD: Joanna, J-o-a-n-n-a Ward, W-a-r-d. I 

17 live in Laguna Vista and I came here because of the pristine 

18 area to retire. I've met a lot of people here and 

19 discovered the multi-million dollar eco-tourism industry 

20 that we have here that is growing. My community tripled 

21 since I moved here 10 years ago and the winter it triples 

22 even more every year now. 

23 We have millions that just came for eco-tourism 

24 building in Laguna Vista and with plans to have bike trails 

25 to the Bahia Grande which is the largest restoration project 
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1 in North America right across from -- right across the area 

2 where Rio Grande LNG is planning to build and the toxins 

3 that they will put into that air and the money that this 

4 project will take away from people that have been here for 

5 generations with their businesses is criminal really, I 

6 think it's just unethical. 

7 And another concern is people aren't going to 

8 want to come here because of the safety with these 

9 industrial polluters. We need to see standards that are 

10 developed for having a LNG export facility so near to a 

11 community, 2.2 miles from the Rio Grande. 

12 They don't even have the newest standards 

13 developed yet for the larger ships exporting ships and for 

14 the larger storage tanks. And we know leaks happen all the 

15 time, you can't smell them, you can't see them and they can 

16 get ignited, so there's the safety of the community's -- how 

17 close can a community live and be safe? 

18 And then there's the shrimping industry and 

19 what's that going to do to that business? The shrimping 

20 industry sends -- it's known, this is Gulf shrimp it's 

21 shipped all over, it's a big industry, so I'm very concerned 

22 about the shipping industry. I love wild shrimp. So many 

23 people I know up north get it from down here. 

24 So I'm concerned about the businesses that are 

25 already in existence here and you're going to bring in toxic 
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1 pollutants and you're going to affect what attracts the 

2 eco-tourism, the ocelots, the endangered birds and the 

3 aplomado falcon -- all these other things. 

4 So and I don't know how we can probably get all 

5 of our facts in to make our comments without having all of 

6 the data. How are they going to mitigate? We don't even 

7 have the details of the mitigation? I mean how -- wetlands, 

8 you can't build on wetlands, we can't build houses on 

9 wetlands, now they're going to build over these wetlands and 

10 we don't even know. 

11 I mean we have endangered turtles. Once the 

12 turtles go, then there goes the sea grass. I mean you're 

13 not thinking about now and the future and of course our 

14 President has money in the fossil fuel industry and Perry 

15 and Abbott were bought by the fossil fuel industry, so the 

16 Texas Commission on Environmental Quality is just to get 

17 their permits, not to worry about the communities around 

18 them -- we're collateral damage because we're poor, not me, 

19 but I'm getting out of here as soon as the permit is granted 

20 I'm gone, I'm selling my house. 

21 This is my childhood dream to come to a clean, 

22 beautiful beach, an area where I can afford to live and 

23 enjoy clean air and clean water and that's going to be gone 

24 if you grant even one of these LNG export facilities. Where 

25 those people will not bring their families down here, you're 
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1 darn sure of that, they're going to leave them up in the 

2 woodlands. 

3 MS. PENA: It's Marta, M-a-r-t-a Elena, E-l-e-n-a 

4 Pena. So underneath the proposed action for Texas LNG they 

5 state, "Texas LNG plans to initiate construction of Phase 1 

6 upon receipt of all required authorizations and Phase 2 -- 

7 once a customer for the production enters into a long-term 

8 tolling agreement that is sufficient to support the 

9 financing of the Phase 2 construction cost." 

10 My comment to that is this statement confirms 

11 that a long-term agreement and/or business partner has not 

12 been secured by Texas LNG to purchase their product. Over 

13 650 acres of environmentally sensitive land would be 

14 irreversibly destroyed to make way for an LNG project 

15 without a buyer. 

16 Wildlife and aquatic resources -- the proposed 

17 project site is across State Highway 48 but approximately 

18 200 feet from the Laguna Atascosa National Wildlife Refuge 

19 this is stated in the Texas LNG DEIS. My statement to that 

20 is the DEIS concludes that the construction and operating of 

21 Texas LNG would not have a significant impact on wildlife 

22 resources based on noise and light only -- based on noise 

23 and light only. 

24 The DEIS fails to mention the potential negative 

25 impacts on native flora and fauna, if an accident or blast 
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1 were to occur, reports of accidents at operating LNG 

2 facilities have been reported with a vehicle radius 

3 measuring .75 miles. The DEIS does not mention closer 

4 communities such as the -- it does mention Port Isabel but 

5 it doesn't mention other communities that are within that 

6 very close radius of the proposed site. 

7 Threatened and endangered species -- the Texas 

8 LNG DEIS states, "We conclude that the project is not likely 

9 to adversely affect federally listed species including the 

10 ocelot," -- my response to that is the ocelot has been 

11 protected since 1982 under the Endangered Species Act or 

12 ESA. There are an estimated 50 remaining ocelots in the 

13 United States and they're all right here in South Texas. 

14 Loss of habitat is the number 1 reason for their 

15 decline. Ocelots are nocturnal and like under the cover of 

16 darkness meaning noise and light would negatively impact 

17 their ability to fly. ESA Section 9 makes it unlawful for 

18 anyone to take a listed animal and this includes 

19 significantly modifying its habitat, that's ESA Section 9. 

20 The Texas part -- the DEIS also states that the 

21 Texas Park and Wildlife Department is particularly concerned 

22 with Texas tortoises and has recommended that Texas LNG 

23 develop a plan for the capture and relocation of Tortoises 

24 prior to construction. 

25 My response to that is a plan has not been 
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1 developed that outlines the safety of the Texas tortoise 

2 population which is a state protected animal. A plan has 

3 not been developed that identifies a suitable relocation 

4 habit and my main response is that it is irresponsibility 

5 presumptive to conclude that impacts on state listed species 

6 would not be significant without a proposed plan for public 

7 review and comment. 

8 Under land use recreation and visual resources, 

9 the DEIS states, "South Padre Island in particular, has 

10 numerous high-rise condominiums that would have views of the 

11 project facilities, especially from the higher floors." My 

12 comment to that is the DEIS does not unwind or give 

13 estimates on the negative impact to property values in Port 

14 Isabel, South Padre Island and Long Island Village 

15 communities. 

16 This factor in addition to the visual resources 

17 important for communities to consider before making public 

18 comments, that's it. 

19 MR. SALAZAR: My name is Rafael Salazar, spelled 

20 R-a-f-a-e-1 last name Salazar, S-a-l-a-z-a-r. I'd like to 

21 begin with my question for FERC is one -- when we find these 

22 facilities or transport units that are taking the liquid 

23 form or holding the liquid form, once they are found to be 

24 either obsolete or not meeting FERC standards due to either 

25 that they pose a serious danger or a serious concern that 
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1 could lead to making them unable to operate or use, what is 

2 the timeline that these liquid natural gas companies or 

3 transporters are required to shut down these units? 

4 So to be very clear, what is the time between 

5 they have to one -- report to these liquid natural gas 

6 transporters or liquid natural gas companies to give them a 

7 complete cease of operations? I feel that that is a very 

8 good question. And my other question is if FERC is truly 

9 practicing impartiality, why do we have Neal Chatterjee 

10 which is actually a Board member of FERC which was once a 

11 lobbyist for very dirty energy so we have to ask ourselves 

12 that question as well if we're looking to practice 

13 partiality why is he on the Board? 

14 And lastly is the concern for how are we going to 

15 assess a serious issue for example if there is a fracture 

16 that occurs either from airborne debris or if for some 

17 reason the holding tanks do have a fracture on them, what 

18 kind of training is provided by the local police department? 

19 How are the fire departments trained in order to assess a 

20 serious issue like that? 

21 Because as far as I know in Washington state 

22 these holding tanks were burning for three days straight and 

23 neither the fire department locally or other fire 

24 departments surrounding the area were able to stop this fire 

25 from burning, alright, thank you so much. 
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1 MS. RAMIREZ: My name is Anita Ramirez, A-n-i-t-a 

2 R-a-m-i-r-e-z. I am born and raised here in Port Isabel and 

3 I am not for the LNG. I think they're lying to us but 

4 they're mostly saying that it's not going to affect our 

5 health. I do hair and I have customers that come out of 

6 state and they say that where they come from they have, you 

7 know, LNG and it is not good for our health. 

8 So you know, why do they lie to the people of 

9 Port Isabel? You know, like I mean it's not right. And if 

10 you have a kid that has health problems it's going to affect 

11 them but they're just thinking about the money they're 

12 making, they're not thinking about the health or the people 

13 from Port Isabel that are not for it. 

14 So that's my comment, you know, it's not right 

15 what they're doing. 

16 MS. RUBIO: Patricia Rubio, P-a-t-r-i-c-i-a and 

17 then Rubio R-u-b-i-o. I am an interpretative naturalist 

18 that means I help people understand nature in the best way 

19 that helps them. I am also a citizen scientist which means 

20 I volunteer at various nature centers and wildlife refuges 

21 to help monitor the health and well-being of our native 

22 habitat and wildlife. 

23 And ultimately -- well I'm also a nursery 

24 technician, meaning I grow native plants but most of all I'm 

25 an environmental educator and I work with children. I work 
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1 with K through 12 and for two years I worked on wetland 

2 education and it was a contract with the school district and 

3 it was all related to state testing as well as wetland 

4 education. 

5 And we teach the children alongside what they 

6 need for school, anything in regards to math, science, even 

7 art -- we teach them about the importance of nature and how 

8 important it is to not disturb it. 

9 So as part of what I am teaching children is to 

10 teach them that keep things wild and so we share it side by 

11 side and that means that this side is for them and this side 

12 is for us because we live differently but we need each 

13 other. 

14 And I can't take children outside if it is going 

15 to be full of toxins. I can't take children outside for 

16 fear that a mix of smoke or eruption of something that could 

17 happen, I can't put children's lives in danger because I am 

18 responsible for them and I don't want to tell the children, 

19 "I'm sorry we can't do anything because everything is 

20 polluted and destroyed." 

21 One of their favorite things is to get their 

22 hands dirty and look for all the bugs in the ponds. They 

23 love water chemistry because they get to take control and 

24 mix all the chemicals up and they get to decide together as 

25 a group whether the wetland is healthy or unhealthy and if 
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1 this happens, everything I'm doing is almost going to be 

2 worthless because if this happens, you're showing them that 

3 everything I taught them is a lie, and I'm not a liar. 

4 I take great pride in environmental education and 

5 what I'm teaching them is all in relation to state testing. 

6 So it's also showing them that their state testing doesn't 

7 matter. So what happens is we're bringing up a generation 

8 that is going to be completely apathetic to everything so 

9 they will not see the value in themselves and I think that 

10 is a great danger to bring up generations thinking that they 

11 don't matter. 

12 And we also teach them about diversity, 

13 biodiversity so the difference in life in nature and that 

14 also helps them understand that we're different and it's 

15 important to give each other respect and space and also to 

16 acknowledge and respect each other's way of learning. 

17 So I'm also teaching them how to work together 

18 and if this happens I potentially lose my job. My friends 

19 lose their job. We also take people on birding tours and we 

20 have friends from all over the world that they can't wait to 

21 see us every year for our bird -- our annual birding 

22 festival, our annual butterfly festival. 

23 I have friends that will fly or drive down for 

24 hours, days just to see a butterfly and I really just don't 

25 want to lose my friends either but ultimately my concern is 
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1 the children. I don't want them to think that they don't 

2 matter and if this happens and these scars happen across the 

3 land, they're going to think that I lied to them. 

4 And when they leave all I get are nothing but 

5 hugs, thank you Miss Patty, you rule, algae rocks, can I be 

6 your best friend, can I be your helper forever and 

7 everything that I just stated are actual responses from 

8 children. 

9 Teachers tell me thank you my students have 

10 learned something, they're so happy, you're so good at what 

11 you do, I've never seen my kids so excited. And thank you, 

12 that's the one with autism and I can't believe you got them 

13 to do it and I've gotten nothing but praises from teachers 

14 in the public school system. 

15 Our wetlands need to not be disturbed and also 

16 our wildlife. Thank you. 

17 MR. KENON: My name is William E. Kenon, 

18 K-e-n-o-n. I'm a resident here of Port Isabel. I'm an 

19 independent businessman that does business here, 

20 Brownsville, Port Isabel and the Island. I own and operate 

21 shrimp vessels. I do marine construction and salvage work. 

22 Where I'm concerned about the LNG plants is the operations 

23 that I do with my boats and barges and shrimp boats up and 

24 down the Brownsville Ship Channel. 

25 A while back at a meeting of the Brownsville 
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1 Shrimp Producers negotiation we had two gentlemen that 

2 represented LNG -- three gentlemen, excuse me, James 

3 Markham, M-a-r-k-h-a-m, there was a Mr. Steve Breese, 

4 B-r-e-e-s-e and there was a Mr. Trey Lewis, L-e-w-i-s. 

5 There was a Mr. Tom Rodino, Rodino is 

6 R-o-d-i-n-o. Tom Rodino is a retired Coast Guard Captain. 

7 Tom Rodino is a retired Coast Guard Captain that does 

8 independent evaluations for different people. The LNG 

9 people had asked him to do an evaluation and to present to 

10 the Port Isabel Shrimp Producer's Association. 

11 So there was a group of us there, this meeting 

12 was called on September the 30th, 2015 in the afternoon. At 

13 that meeting basically they told us that our operations 

14 would have to change because we were not going to be able to 

15 run up and down the ship channel like we had been before 

16 because our ships were going to be too big, it was going to 

17 be too dangerous for us to pass while they were discharging 

18 or just loading onto the vessel. 

19 And they asked us if we could change our 

20 operation to operate at night. For my construction business 

21 running back and forth with my barges, that doesn't work 

22 very well and the shrimp boats have been operating in the 

23 daytime, they come and go day and night but just to operate 

24 just at night is going to place an extra burden on the 

25 Shrimp Association on the shrimp boats for operating. 
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1 I've tried to get back to see if this is still 

2 the way that it is -- if we're still going to have to make 

3 these drastic changes and nobody will give me a straight 

4 answer. So I'm not sure about that, a lot of people don't 

5 believe that that will happen but that's what they told us 

6 at the meeting. 

7 The -- I understand now that they may also load 

8 LNG trucks out of the terminal and that they will be 

9 traveling up and down on Highway 48 and they plan to put as 

10 many as they could put 60 trucks a day on the road out 

11 there. 

12 I don't think we're really set up for that kind 

13 of traffic. We're also in the blast zone and I think it's 

14 too close and too dangerous here in Port Isabel. They could 

15 move this to Corpus where it's compatible with other plants. 

16 MR. CANTU: Joseph Cantu, it's J-o-s-e-p-h last 

17 name C-a-n-t-u. I'm here in opposition to LNG plants 

18 opening here in my community. I'm a veteran and ex-refinery 

19 worker and I've seen it -- I've seen the refinery and 

20 chemical plant open from the ground up and I have witnessed 

21 countless thousands of volatile organic compound possible 

22 fugitive emission points along flanges, equipment, pumps, 

23 exchangers, drilling equipment, everything from expiration 

24 this process from expiration to process to finished product 

25 will leak. These things run 365, 24/7 other than 
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1 shut-downs and when you have something laying that long with 

2 that much time on equipment it's just natural for things to 

3 break down so these refineries leak and it's a self-reported 

4 industry, self-regulated. 

5 In other words, TCEQ here in Texas and then FERC 

6 specifically are organizations that are supported by the 

7 very same industry that they are expected to watch over and 

8 I feel as a father of three children and a leader in my 

9 community, it's only right to be here and I oppose this. 

10 The jobs that are touted, I've seen those from construction 

11 and start-up and there is 3, 4, 500 I've seen laborers out 

12 there who were first starting the process and then as the 

13 plant comes online those people are asked to basically stop 

14 working and then just the pretty much process operations and 

15 maintenance stays around so. 

16 For a few dozen jobs we're destroying the 

17 environment, proliferating fracking which not only is going 

18 to be proven here shortly, which has actually already been 

19 proven to effect the water table and also release all kinds 

20 of respiratory related I guess, dangerous particles in 

21 carcinogens so I'm here to oppose this vehemently and I'm 

22 asking the leaders from my President all the way down to my 

23 Congressman here to put an end to this, to ask FERC to be 

24 more involved and basically I just want to say I'm totally 

25 opposed to it, that's all I have to say. 
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1 MS. HINSON: My name is Ivy Hinson, I-v-y 

2 H-i-n-s-o-n. So I would like to oppose the LNG Pipeline 

3 mostly because it doesn't make sense in a world where we are 

4 continually switching to green energy to invest in another 

5 fossil fuel industry even if we did switch from coal to 

6 natural gas completely, we're not going to see any dramatic 

7 declines in greenhouse gas emissions. 

8 So I think that South Texas has an opportunity to 

9 lead the way in green technology and you could see we've 

10 already done that a bit with the windmills and what not, so 

11 it doesn't make sense to take us back to a more archaic form 

12 of energy generation. 

13 Also, I wanted to comment on the fact that Port 

14 Isabel's economy depends on tourism and fisheries and we 

15 don't really know what this habitat destruction and 

16 pollution is going to do to these industries and is it worth 

17 the risk? 

18 And lastly, the only positive to having this LNG 

19 pipeline plant come to Port Isabel is the job generation and 

20 it's only going to generate, you know, a handful of 

21 permanent jobs which are generally specialist jobs that 

22 probably won't even be filled by residents. That's all I 

23 have to say. 

24 MR. FAIRCLOTH: My name is Doug Faircloth, 

25 D-o-u-g F-a-i-r-c-l-o-t-h. I live here in Port Isabel just 
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1 a few blocks from here and so this plant would -- the 

2 building of this plant would directly affect myself and a 

3 whole bunch of other people that surround here to express 

4 their concerns and really the main overall reason why I'm 

5 here, not just because it affects me, but it affects the 

6 whole planet, the IPCC continues to issue dire warnings 

7 about the severity of climate change and natural gas 

8 production releases more methane than any other type of 

9 fossil fuel production. 

10 It has a head capacity barrier 25 times greater 

11 than carbon dioxide so construction of plants like this are 

12 only going to continue to add to the severity of climate 

13 change which we need to drastically work towards reversing 

14 or at least slowing down if not within 50 years, we're going 

15 to have a whole lot more problems than whether or not we 

16 just want to purchase a plan or not and yeah, a few jobs is 

17 nice but jobs can't cure cancer or can't stop environmental 

18 degradation that plants like this will entail. 

19 We need to work towards a green new deal for our 

20 renewable energy that's going to provide clean energy, clean 

21 jobs and want to ensure that this planet continues to be 

22 habitable. So I personally oppose these projects and a lot 

23 of the people that live here do too, that's all I got. 

24 MS. SANDEFUR: I'm Madeleine Sandefur, 

25 M-a-d-e-l-e-i-n-e last name is Sandefur, S-a-n-d-e-f-u-r. I 
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1 live in Laguna Vista. I've been a resident there for 13 

2 years. I'm very, very concerned because Laguna Vista is 

3 downwind basically. We have prevailing southeast winds and 

4 so I'm very, very concerned about the air quality. 

5 I've also taken a quick look at the EIS although 

6 it's a very long document. There's a long list of 

7 information that FERC has requested through Rio Grande LNG 

8 before the end of the comment period and how is the public 

9 supposed to know what they could comment on if there's 

10 information that's missing? 

11 So we are proposing that the comment deadline 

12 should be extended for at least two weeks after all the 

13 required information has been submitted and then the public. 

14 The mitigation for a wetlands -- there's not 

15 really a plan for mitigation for the Upland Loma and brush 

16 habitat that will be destroyed. The wetlands that are going 

17 to be destroyed they're proposing that they be filled in, 

18 that they mitigate with areas that are already under Fish 

19 and Wildlife Service Protection and Management so that is 

20 not a mitigation and it also violates the Federal Policy of 

21 No Net Loss. 

22 There has not been a need demonstrated in my 

23 opinion, for this project. There are no buyers for the LNG, 

24 no binding contracts. I also believe that they have not 

25 adequately demonstrated community support. 
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1 Another area that's of great concern to me is 

2 ocelot because I've been involved with ocelots and I've been 

3 a member of the Board of Friends of Laguna Atascosa where we 

4 have one of the only remaining populations of ocelots. 

5 The Draft Environmental Impact Statement states 

6 that the project has the potential to result in significant 

7 impact on ocelot and ocelot recovery. I'm aware that there 

8 is a -- that there are negotiations with the Mexican 

9 government for a translocation project for ocelots. The 

10 population that we have right now is so small that there is 

11 concern about interbreeding and if there were ever -- if 

12 there was ever a disease that would hit the ocelots it 

13 would basically wipe out the populations so a lot of money 

14 has been spent on this translocation project and the 

15 building of these facilities would jeopardize that project. 

16 I think that's about it. I'm basically just 

17 making a short verbal comment and I will submit the written 

18 comments with more detailed information. 

19 MR. COWEN: My name is Ralph, R-a-l-p-h Cowen, 

20 C-o-w-e-n. I wanted to speak in favor of both projects. 

21 I've been familiar with them and have been following them 

22 since the beginning. I'm an elected Commissioner at the 

23 Port of Brownsville. I saw them when they were first 

24 presented to them. 

25 In fact I was Chairman of the Board at the time 
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1 and I believe the projects have great merit, they could be 

2 operated in a safe manner. I've gone to see other projects 

3 -- similar projects and they're operating very well. The 

4 safety record is good. It's far enough away from town to 

5 where it's not going to populated areas, it's not going to 

6 be a detriment. 

7 The tax base will be very, very advantageous to 

8 the area and the jobs that will be created to build it, to 

9 maintain it and to run it and then the direct and indirect 

10 -- the direct jobs that will be there and then the indirect 

11 jobs that come up and down. It will mean -- it will change 

12 the face of the Port and yes things will change here, but 

13 they will change for the better. 

14 I can't understand why anybody would be against 

15 it but you know, everybody has their own opinion and they're 

16 very welcome to it. As a friend of mine used to say, every 

17 head is another world and really that's -- you know, all the 

18 scientific reasons why the Coast Guard has approved it and 

19 FERC has given it -- you know, done all of these studies and 

20 everything has come out to be positive and I don't see any 

21 reason why it should be denied, thank you. 

22 MR. CRUZ: Alright my name is Rick Cruz, that's 

23 R-i-c-k C-r-u-z. I'm sorry I just came to leave a comment 

24 as far as why I oppose LNG, why I oppose the Texas and the 

25 Rio Grande Projects, why I oppose both projects either way. 
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1 And I oppose them because I don't believe that my 

2 hometown should be subjected to such environmental you know, 

3 something that isn't going to last, it's been proven that 

4 it's going to destroy -- it's destroyed communities, it's 

5 destroyed other you know, livable areas and you know, I 

6 don't want to -- I don't want my kids to grow up in such a 

7 -- you know, such a messed up environment really. 

8 I mean I want them to be able to breathe clean 

9 air and this is our paradise. I don't understand why these 

10 people want to come in and destroy that. 

11 Anyways it's going to destroy a lot of habitats 

12 and plant life and I don't know, I don't see it as 

13 acceptable at all anyway and that's all I've really got to 

14 say. 

15 MS. REYES: Wanda, W-a-n-d-a R-e-y-e-s is the 

16 last name. I would like to say I'm here on behalf and 

17 supporting the Rio Grande LNG and Rio Bravo Pipeline and 

18 that I support the project because it's been clarified as 

19 being economically safe and we need the economic impact and 

20 the great jobs in this community so badly that has one of 

21 the highest unemployment rates in the entire state and 

22 country. 

23 So for that I applaud Rio Grande LNG for being 

24 here and what it's going to do to our community and I think 

25 it's an awesome, awesome, project, thank you. 
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1 MS. WORRELL: Maile Worrell, and you spell it 

2 M-a-i-l-e and then W-o-r-r-e-1-1. These terminals would be 

3 the largest air polluter in the Rio Grande Valley. Schools 

4 are just a few miles downwind from the pollutants, the town 

5 of Laguna Vista just 5 miles downwind, the coastal towns, 

6 the government opposes LNG. 

7 The impacts of all the diverse wildlife that this 

8 area are known for, some that are federally protected to be 

9 considered in impacts, eco-tourism, the information that 

10 you've gathered, the insight to know what's truly best for 

11 the people not what's best for big business. 

12 And I believe that to begin now to monitor the 

13 air quality with a plan in place so that if this does occur 

14 what's going to happen when the pollutants exceed a "safe" 

15 level? And that's all I've got for today. We'll do more 

16 later. 

17 MS. CRUZ: Okay so my name is Josette Cruz, 

18 J-o-s-e-t-t-e last name is C-r-u-z. I am here today to 

19 oppose both the Texas and Rio Grande LNG Projects. The 

20 Draft DEIS Statement is lacking information that should be 

21 given to the public in regards for the public -- I'm 

22 speaking for some other people in Brownsville, myself and my 

23 family included. 

24 I have a daughter who is special needs and the 

25 last thing that she needs and any of her other friends need 
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1 is this cancer factory coming in polluting the air that they 

2 breathe. That is something that would be devastating to 

3 many of those within the special needs community. Many of 

4 those people are not here because they are busy taking care 

5 of their children. 

6 I am here before you today to speak out and speak 

7 up for them and speak for my community in regards to that, 

8 as well as the fact that this project itself is being 

9 located in a place that is predominantly brown and in my 

10 opinion, this is environmental racism, this is something 

11 that cannot and should not happen here because of the fact 

12 that many of the local politicians as well have allowed tax 

13 abatements which is not something that many of us agreed to. 

14 But there is also the fact that the Draft EIS 

15 Statements says that people who are living here will be 

16 paying property taxes and their property taxes will 

17 increase. So that does not seem fair to the people in the 

18 public here, especially if most of this information is not 

19 readily available in their native language which is Spanish 

20 so it does not seem fair to have this information out -- 

21 that's lacking a lot of information and many people are 

22 unaware that their property taxes will be going up as well. 

23 So I'm here as a woman -- an indigenous woman to 

24 just say that these two projects are not welcome here on our 

25 lands. Thank you. 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 


61 


1 MR. BERG: My name is William Berg, William 

2 W-i-l-l-i-a-m Berg B-e-r-g and I want to make a comment to 

3 address Rio Grande LNG. It's not to address Rio Grande LNG 

4 it's to address FERC and this is a message to FERC about 

5 LNG. 

6 Recently in early October the International Panel 

7 for Climate Change, the IPCC which is a UN Board of 

8 scientists monitoring climate change and they've been at it 

9 for at least 25 years that I know of, they released a new 

10 report to the press which is reporting on it and they're 

11 going to give their official issuance in December at an 

12 International Conference on Climate in Poland. 

13 They're indicating that the combustion of fossil 

14 fuels cannot continue for 10 years or the planet will pass 

15 its tipping point into a terrible place for humanity. They 

16 are suggesting that the new target for climate change is no 

17 longer 2 degrees Celsius but is now 1 and degrees Celsius, 

18 by 2 degrees Celsius there will be disasters -- human scale 

19 disasters, threatening populations all over the world. 

20 The IPCC is suggesting rapid reductions in fossil 

21 fuel use and rapid expansion of renewable energy 

22 infrastructure. The report suggests that this needs to be 

23 done to avoid serious disruptions to humanity. 

24 Those are the IPCC's strong recommendations. We 

25 are already getting warnings. The preliminary warnings are 
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1 coming to the United States in the form of disastrous 

2 hurricanes, rainstorms, and huge fast moving lethal 

3 wildfires. 

4 The warnings are coming to Europe in the form of 

5 large massive heat waves which are killing hundreds of 

6 people in every city. And the warnings are coming to Africa 

7 and China in terms of increasing desertification -- the 

8 deserts are growing in those countries in Africa and China. 

9 The IPCC suggests that fossil fueled projects 

10 with a lifespan of more than a decade should be 

11 reconsidered. The LNG companies, excuse me, and we're 

12 considering right now Rio Grande LNG but also applies to the 

13 other two applicants in Brownsville and in fact all future 

14 applicants. 

15 They cannot possibly succeed in the timeframe of 

16 10 years. If permitted today, they will be forced to close 

17 and it will take 5 years to build and then another 5 years 

18 before the world closes down on them. It's just not 

19 feasible to build these things, we therefore recommend to 

20 the FERC to no longer offer permits to fossil fueled 

21 producers and fossil fueled power plants, thank you very 

22 much. 

23 DR. BASALDU: Good evening my name is Robert 

24 Cristopher Basaldu. I am a resident of Brownsville, Texas, 

25 a resident of Cameron County and this is -- today is 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 


63 


1 November 15th, 2018 and I'd like to go on the record again 

2 and make another comment that I am completely opposed to all 

3 liquid natural gas and the liquid natural gas development, 

4 the terminal stations, the pipelines, all of it. 

5 And I grew up in Brownsville, Texas. I grew up 

6 in Corpus Christi, Texas. I grew up coming to South Padre 

7 Island and coming to visit South Padre Island and coming to 

8 visit Port Isabel and these are some of my favorite places 

9 in the world and they're very -- you know the natural beauty 

10 here is very unique and very special. 

11 The eco-systems here with the plants, the 

12 animals, the sea life, the estuaries, the rivering areas, 

13 they're -- it's all really wonderful and really special and 

14 we should be doing everything we can to protect these areas, 

15 not destroy them. 

16 And these LNG Projects will destroy these natural 

17 habitats. They're -- the regular running of these 

18 businesses and these projects will poison the land and 

19 poison the water. It'll poison the estuaries, it'll poison 

20 the plants and animals and we need to not allow this to 

21 happen. 

22 There are people that make their livings, of 

23 course, fisherman and shrimpers and people that lead 

24 wildlife tours and eco-tourism tours and dolphin watches. 

25 There are a lot of people in this area who actually make 
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1 their living from doing the kinds of businesses that 

2 highlight water -- highlight wildlife and the beauty of the 

3 natural world. 

4 And this project will negatively impact all of 

5 these people's businesses and livelihoods and that's another 

6 reason to not allow this project. Again, this project is 

7 about the development of carbon -- they're putting too much 

8 carbon into the atmosphere and right now this planet needs 

9 to be taking greenhouse gases, carbon dioxide, carbon 

10 monoxide, methane, we need to be taking it out of our 

11 atmosphere, not adding more greenhouse gases into the 

12 atmosphere. 

13 And we will -- if this project goes through it'll 

14 negatively impact the planet as well as the local area 

15 because it's going to just put more methane, more carbon 

16 into the atmosphere which will lead to you know, more global 

17 disruption -- global climate disruption. 

18 So we need to not -- we need not have this 

19 project. The Environmental Impact Statement does not do 

20 enough to review environmental, you know, environmental 

21 impacts even as large as the document is, it does not do a 

22 good enough job of actually describing how negative the 

23 impacts -- the environmental impacts are going to be. 

24 There's not enough consultation of indigenous 

25 people so the part of the Draft EIS talks about cultural 
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1 impacts is woefully ignorant, it's woefully lacking, it has 

2 not done its due diligence. The Draft EIS hasn't done its 

3 due diligence in many places that -- not on cultural 

4 impacts, not on historical impacts, and it hasn't gone far 

5 enough on environmental impacts and as far as like 

6 mitigation, the mitigations that the LNG companies are 

7 prescribing or saying that they'll use for environmental or 

8 natural resource mitigation, they are laughable, they're 

9 woefully inadequate. 

10 They don't go -- they don't actually do anything 

11 to -- they don't do anything to support the wildlife or 

12 protect the wildlife and they're not enough. And like the 

13 endangered Texas tortoise, they're saying that they're just 

14 going to have people pick up the tortoise and remove it or 

15 move it to a different habitat, that is inadequate, that is 

16 an inadequate mitigation. 

17 There is so much wrong with this project and of 

18 course with the source of this natural gas is tracked 

19 natural gas. Fracking has been fracturing is leading to 

20 poisoning aquifers, it takes fresh water and it fills it 

21 with carcinogenic chemicals that get injected back into the 

22 land. 

23 That pollution will seep into water tables and it 

24 will poison water. So you know, having all this tracked gas 

25 coming from other parts of Texas you know, this pipeline is 
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1 going to bring all of that stuff down, it's going to 

2 encourage more fracking and we can't have that. It's not 

3 good for the planet, it's not good for the environment. 

4 It's not just this pipeline project or the LNG 

5 terminals or the refineries, it's the whole system is 

6 damaging our environment, the land, water, our drinking 

7 water, it's going to be poisoning us and this is 

8 unacceptable -- this entire project is unacceptable. We 

9 should be investing in renewable resources like solar and 

10 wind power not continuing carbon-based fossil fuels and 

11 developing fossil fuels. 

12 We need to stop that. Aside from the 

13 environmental destruction it's poisonous, it'll lead to 

14 cancer clusters and the pipelines always leak and they 

15 always break and in the case of natural gas pipeline, 

16 they're going to continue to -- they could even blow up and 

17 if they blow up they'll destroy -- they could destroy 

18 neighborhoods if they're near there too. 

19 This entire project is unacceptable and there was 

20 not enough community input in the early approval stages of 

21 the whole project. That must be mitigated too and we need 

22 to really think, really think about this whole project. 

23 It's not acceptable and you know, the other thing that these 

24 pipelines are going to do is they're going to destroy Native 

25 American remains and burials that are along the paths of the 
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1 pipeline. That is the continuing genocide of Native and 

2 indigenous people. 

3 It's unacceptable and it needs to stop. Just 

4 because these are our ancestors who have died and they have 

5 been laid to rest, it doesn't mean that they can be thrown 

6 away as trash. It doesn't mean that they can be destroyed 

7 again. To have these pipelines go through, especially 

8 Native burial grounds, all that does is it tries to kill 

9 Native and indigenous people all over again. This is 

10 completely unacceptable. I don't see any -- there's not 

11 enough in the Draft EIS that deals with NAGPR, Native 

12 American Grave Protection and Repatriation Act. 

13 There has not been -- there has just not been 

14 sufficient work in this Draft EIS, not in environmental 

15 impacts, not in species impacts, not in cultural impacts, 

16 nothing. The Draft EIS is incomplete and it's obvious that 

17 the work -- not enough work went into it. It's clear that 

18 due diligence has not been performed. 

19 So I ask FERC to deny whatever permits and deny 

20 this project. The project itself is unacceptable. We 

21 shouldn't even be having this conversation but I encourage 

22 FERC to deny any continuance on this project, thank you. 

23 (Whereupon at 9:00 p.m., the meeting was 

24 adjourned.) 


25 
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1 PROCEEDINGS 

2 MS. JAUDZEMIS: My name is Kathleen, 

3 K-a-t-h-l-e-e-n Jaudzemis, J-a-u-d-z-e-m-i-s. For three 

4 years I have been a resident of South Padre Island but 

5 prior to that I was a resident of Laguna Vista so I have 

6 been a Texas resident and a Texas voter since 2008. 

7 The reason that many of us have chosen to 

8 relocate to the beautiful area of the lower Rio Grande 

9 Valley is because of its unique eco-system. We are aware 

10 that it is fragile and that we need to protect it. There is 

11 a significant diversity of birds and butterflies and plant 

12 species which are found candidly nowhere else in Texas 

13 because of our unique coastal location and because of our 

14 deep southern location in this state. 

15 We are also aware of how environmental damage can 

16 seriously impact all of these species as well as the water 

17 and the land itself and also how difficult it is to come 

18 back from those kinds of disasters. We all know about Exxon 

19 Valdez, we all know about Deep Water Horizon, we all know 

20 about the leaks in every pipeline they've had through Canada 

21 and through Northern America. 

22 And the reality is that the LNG provides exactly 

23 all of those dangers in a much more fragile area. We also 

24 feel that it would discourage the kind of eco-friendly 

25 development that we are concerned about and that we would 
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1 like to see the area promote for tourism as well as for the 

2 vital environmental health of the area and for all of those 

3 reasons we oppose the LNG proposal. 

4 MR. BEST: Good evening, my name is Bill Best, 

5 I'm officially on the records as William C. Best, Jr. I'm a 

6 resident of South Padre Island for 35 years and I would like 

7 to lodge my objection to the LNG facilities as they are 

8 proposed and I will break down my objections and try to keep 

9 this organized. 

10 First I would like to address the issue of toxic 

11 emissions. Now, I'm addressing toxic emissions based upon 

12 data that was provided by Rio Grande LNG and Rio Bravo 

13 Pipeline. It was in their own brochure and I will start off 

14 first of all addressing that and I will attach that sheet as 

15 an Exhibit A but first let me begin. 

16 With regard to toxic emissions, these entities 

17 have admitted that they will be producing and emitting toxic 

18 pollutants into the air -- the very air that we breathe. 

19 First there is particulate matter. There are two kinds. 

20 There are PM 10 and PM 2.5. These are small particles we 

21 breathe in and which are emitted into the air by the LNG 

22 facilities. 

23 They admit this. These PM's -- particulate 

24 matter get into your lungs when you breathe, when you 

25 inhale. They cause cardiac and respiratory diseases. PM 
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1 10's -- the larger of the particular matters that are 

2 produced get lodged into the mucus membranes of the lungs. 

3 They cause infections to the lungs and asthma attacks. 

4 PM 2.5 particles are smaller and get into your 

5 blood and cause inflammation and this inflammation is linked 

6 with heart attacks, obesities and diabetes -- studies have 

7 shown this. According to the Rio Grande LNG company itself, 

8 their facility alone will produce almost 800 tons of this 

9 particulate matter every year -- 800 tons produced as poison 

10 into the air that we breathe. 

11 LNG plants also produce and emit volatile organic 

12 compounds -- these are carcinogens, quite simply they cause 

13 cancer and birth defects and according to doctor's studies 

14 they cause permanent cognitive impairment which is a fancy 

15 way of simply saying permanent brain damage. 

16 From what I read, Rio Grande LNG will emit over, 

17 excuse me, 570 tons of volatile organic compounds per year 

18 over its 570 tons of this cancer-causing poison. Now I'm 

19 going to attach to this section as Exhibit A, a brochure 

20 production table 9.2.1 produced by Rio Grande LNG and Rio 

21 Bravo Pipeline. 

22 In other words, they're admitting to this. They 

23 are saying this is what they will do and this is what they 

24 will do at the very least if everything goes right and 

25 nothing goes wrong -- almost 800 tons per year of 
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1 particulate matter. That's over 1,600,000 pounds a year 

2 that they will be producing and emitting into the very air 

3 we breathe. 

4 With the volatile organic compounds, they're 

5 saying 573.7 tons per year. This is a cancer-causing agent. 

6 This is what -- this comes out to over 1,147,000 pounds of 

7 volatile organic compounds per year. These guys are 

8 emitting this. 

9 Thirdly, they also, according to their own table 

10 of estimated emissions, will be producing hazardous air 

11 pollutants in the amount of 53.7 tons per year. That equals 

12 107,400 pounds of hydrocarbon air pollutants. Sir, I'd like 

13 to hand you what's been marked as Exhibit A. 

14 There has been a report -- oh I'm sorry, that has 

15 been produced by three well-known pediatricians -- Dolly 

16 Savier, Carmen D'Rocco and Marsha Griffin, and I'm going to 

17 give you that report as an Exhibit B. 

18 For the sake of brevity I will not read this 

19 entire report but I will submit it as Exhibit B. With 

20 regard to two other items, please bear in mind that we have 

21 prevailing southeasterly winds that will be pushing and 

22 blowing this poison -- these toxins, into populated areas. 

23 In fact from the Texas proposed Texas LNG site, 

24 Laguna Heights is only 3 miles downwind, Walmart here in 

25 Port Isabel is about 1.85 miles downwind. Port Isabel is 
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1 about 2.5 miles downwind and South Padre Island is 5 miles 

2 away. Now, this also brings up another point I'd like to 

3 mention is that these facilities have no means by which to 

4 control any fires that may occur and accidents are known to 

5 happen. 

6 Fires are known to occur and these fires burn so 

7 hot that the local fire department does not have the ability 

8 or means to extinguish these fires. And these LNG companies 

9 are not provided their own means to extinguish these fires. 

10 I would like to attach this map as Exhibit C and also 

11 mention that it is recommended there be a 3 mile safety 

12 zone. We're well within that. 

13 And also, sir, I would like to point out that 

14 there are -- there's only two ways to get away from these 

15 LNG sites and that's on Highway 48 and Highway 100. All of 

16 them are within that 3 mile safety zone and there's no way 

17 to prevent or actually it would prevent people from 

18 evacuating. Here you go sir. 

19 The next issue I would like to address is 

20 profitability. First of all let it be known that all this 

21 proposed LNG product is not for use here in the United 

22 States, it's for sale overseas and there are no current 

23 contracts that have for sure the sales and yet they still 

24 want to go ahead with constructing these facilities and 

25 poisoning the environment. 
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1 Now the environment is the very basis of the 

2 largest industry we have in the area and that is tourism. 

3 In fact an A&M study showed that eco-tourism here in South 

4 Texas brings in 450 million dollars annually and the economy 

5 is growing. And the tourism is brought about by the 

6 pristine environment, the beaches, the clean air, fishing, 

7 both in bay and offshore, birding centers, sea turtle ink 

8 and dolphin watching but to name a few. 

9 Just about all the businesses here in this area 

10 are related to accommodating tourists -- for example hotels, 

11 rentals of houses and condominiums et cetera, restaurants, 

12 bars, charter fishing, site seeing tours, sales, clothing, 

13 t-shirts, surf boards, paddle boards, kayaks, fishing 

14 equipment, rentals of equipment. 

15 And in spite of all the panacea that these 

16 companies are offering in the way of many, many billions of 

17 dollars in profit to the area, I'm sorry that's not true, 

18 that's a lie. I will provide as the next exhibit an 

19 application for appraisal value filed by Inova, signed by 

20 David Chung and he -- and this was signed and sworn to under 

21 penalty of perjury if he is lying and has a tendancy to 

22 straighten people up. 

23 And according to this, he says that the number of 

24 jobs that is going to be created annually after these 

25 facilities are created, these monstrosities are built, 
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1 there's only going to be 90 people employed full-time and 

2 their average salary will be but $36,197 per year. This is 

3 a far cry from what they're trying to represent to the 

4 public. 

5 I would like to attach the application and the 

6 affidavit signed by the President, David Chung as the next 

7 exhibit. I would like to attach the next exhibit as the 

8 number of entities that have already voted in opposition to 

9 any LNG facilities in the area as the next exhibit. 

10 And next is an exhibit -- a bullet point that 

11 you're probably going to hear sir from other people that I 

12 would like to attach as the next exhibit. Again, I would 

13 like to submit my opposition to these LNG facilities, they 

14 are bad, they are not good, they're not going to help and 

15 here is a letter that I prepared for FERC that I'd like to 

16 attach as the next exhibit. 

17 Thank you ma'am, thank you sir. 

18 MR. MARTINEZ: My name is Desi, D-e-s-I Martinez, 

19 M-a-r-t-i-n-e-z. I live at 1806 Haverford Boulevard, 

20 Harlingen, Texas 78552 in Harlingen. I'm an economist with 

21 a Master's in economics and I am a consultant in this 

22 coastal south Texas area. 

23 Presently I have to do some work for the city of 

24 Los Fresnos, Economic Development Corporation, also known as 

25 the Los Fresnos Community Development Corporation. My 
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1 purpose here today is to provide input and to the 

2 socio-economic impact of the EIS that presently FERC is 

3 looking into of these LNG companies developing their 

4 projects in south Texas. 

5 The economic situation in south Texas is one of 

6 much poverty -- probably the highest in the nation, lack of 

7 skill, labor and the need for jobs and skills training. We 

8 have been working and talking to the LNG's representatives 

9 of developing opportunities for people to work and to 

10 improve their quality of life. 

11 Texas is known for its natural resources and this 

12 is one of the major natural resources that will export 

13 products throughout the nation and the world out of its 

14 locations that they have at the Brownsville Ship Channel and 

15 Port of Brownsville. 

16 People are hungry for these jobs and 

17 opportunities so they can improve their quality of life and 

18 get a better opportunity to get in a better place in 

19 America. We believe that -- and I say we, because I'm a 

20 liaison for the Community Development Corporation, EDC, 

21 Economic Development Corporation that jobs are very much 

22 needed from these companies and they have reached out to 

23 work with us in the communities all over from the coast from 

24 Kleberg County south, et cetera so that these opportunities 

25 we can develop our skilled labor and be able to have 
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1 permanent jobs as well as construction jobs for our 

2 community down here. 

3 South Texas being the southernmost part of the 

4 nation is in dire need of these industries. Manufacturing 

5 done here is in south Texas is very minimal. We manufacture 

6 very much, we're a big consumption area. Our biggest 

7 industry I guess in part is a pass-through economy for the 

8 billions of dollars being produced just across the border. 

9 We supply a lot of materials to the port, to 

10 Monterey and others and they create some jobs but they're 

11 minimal. This would create solid, strong jobs for our 

12 community all over south Texas from Kleberg County to 

13 Cameron County along the coast. 

14 We need them. I believe that these companies 

15 will be eco -- rather eco-friendly to protect the 

16 surrounding communities and we will -- like I said, be 

17 working with them diligently so they could be good corporate 

18 citizens and bring in these export opportunities and jobs 

19 that we need down here. 

20 My name is Desi Martinez, I hope that the FERC 

21 positively provides the EIS approval for these two companies 

22 that are going through this process, thank you. 

23 MR. KNOTT: My name is Steven Knott, S-t-e-v-e-n 

24 K-n-o-t-t. Good evening everyone and thank you for your 

25 consideration during this public comment process. My name 
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1 is Steve Knott and I'm a senior commercial director for 

2 McDermott, International, a Houston-based engineering 

3 procurement construction and installation company. 

4 McDermott, along with many other organizations, 

5 supports the Rio Grande LNG Project. In fact we have 

6 already invested a great deal of time and resources into 

7 this project and will continue to do so if we are chosen to 

8 help execute this work. 

9 We look forward to partnering with the company 

10 and Next Decade to deliver a world-class LNG facility in a 

11 manner that is safe and environmentally responsible. 

12 McDermott places quality, health, safety, environment and 

13 security at the core of everything it does. We call it 

14 simply QHSES, it's just good business. 

15 We do not cut corners to the detriment of any of 

16 these areas and this is one of the reasons why we support 

17 Next Decades effort to develop the Rio Grande LNG Project. 

18 We both share a similar vision when it comes to QHSES. 

19 Achieving QHSES excellence is contingent upon 

20 continuously investing in excellent people and offering 

21 these same individuals ample opportunity for professional 

22 growth, so I cannot emphasize this enough, we will need 

23 people, we will need a lot of people. 

24 To achieve the high-quality standards we demand 

25 we will need people who are trained and capable, that's why 
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1 we've been proactive in ongoing outreach activities with 

2 training and educational institutions as well as civil and 

3 economic organizations in the valley. 

4 As we have done in other areas, investing in 

5 workforce training is a necessary part of our operational 

6 success -- such investments not only help us deliver the 

7 quality solutions our clients expect of us, but also result 

8 in high-paying jobs with good benefits. 

9 And it's worth noting our commitment to the 

10 valley goes beyond this project. For instance we have a 

11 skilled workforce that we employ in the United States. 

12 Currently we employ about 700 individuals from Hidalgo, 

13 Cameron and Willacy counties and over the past 5 years we've 

14 employed well over 5,000 individuals from the valley. 

15 We would love to see our employees have a chance 

16 to return home to work for this project and continue to work 

17 to advance their careers with McDermott International. We 

18 also believe in promoting supply chain opportunities for 

19 local and diverse businesses -- this project will provide 

20 direct subcontracting and procurement work as well as 

21 indirect and induced opportunities for local businesses. 

22 So I'll conclude as I started, we at McDermott 

23 International support the Rio Grande LNG Project. It will 

24 be a good investment that will benefit the region, it will 

25 create good-paying direct and indirect jobs, grow the local 
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1 economy, increase the local tax base and improve the quality 

2 of life for the people of this community, thank you. 

3 MR. AMADOR: My name is Odilon Amador, my name is 

4 Victor Montemayor, I'm the interpreter. Odilon is O-d (as 

5 in delta) - i-l-o-n, last name is Amador, A-m (as in 

6 Mary)-a-d-o-r. My name is Victor Montemayor, that's V (as 

7 in Valet)-i-c-t-o-r Montemayor, M-o-n-t-e-m-a-y-o-r. 

8 I don't have any problem with the pipes that are 

9 supposedly going to be built to go through my property. I 

10 mean I have no problem with it. It's probably rules and 

11 regulations by the government so I have no problem with it. 

12 At any point when you're going to go through my property 

13 just leave there a note, or you can send me a notice in 

14 Spanish to my home address. 

15 I mean you can cut the lock on my fence open and 

16 just go in and just leave a note saying that you did, that 

17 you are inside working in my home address box. I mean I'm 

18 not at home during office hours. I get to work at 7, I come 

19 back at 4 during Saturdays I normally use it to do my 

20 chores, wash my clothes go out and do some exercise and I'm 

21 pretty sure no one works on Sunday so. 

22 So then that will be all, 29548 Hamaca Lane, 

23 that's h-a-m-a-c-a, Los Fresnos, Texas 78566. 

24 MR. WOOLSEY: Darreld, D-a-r-r-e-l-d Nick, 

25 N-i-c-k Woolsey, W-o-o-l-s-e-y. Okay I'm 75 years old, I'm 
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1 retired. I moved here because of the weather and the fun 

2 things to do and I think LNG is going to enhance that and I 

3 think it's good for the economy. I think everything about 

4 it is good. 

5 I have not seen one negative thing that would 

6 change my opinion or some people have tried to but that 

7 isn't going to work. I think that what it's going to do is 

8 it's going to give jobs that are not where people just have 

9 to work with their hands, they can work with their brain and 

10 their back. 

11 I talked to some people from the various 

12 companies that said they were looking into schooling for the 

13 young people so that they could learn a trade and earn a 

14 good income for their family. Everything that I've seen on 

15 the proposal so far is fine, the only thing that I have any 

16 doubts about is the federal government sticking their nose 

17 into things and holding things up. 

18 But I know it's for the best interest of 

19 everybody that they do this and that's what they have been 

20 telling me for my 75 years of life but I don't exactly agree 

21 with that. I like it -- the companies that are here in the 

22 area right now are doing some of the work that's going to 

23 progress into the usage of this product that we're talking 

24 about. 


25 


We've got so much gas we don't know what to do 
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1 with it all and my wife would kind of like me to find out 

2 what to do with my gas, but natural gas is a wonderful thing 

3 I think. It's a great product, it doesn't bother anybody 

4 and it has so many uses for different things and if we can 

5 help Europe be better, it's what the end goal here is going 

6 to be. Those companies are going to make a lot of money, 

7 but we're going to help a lot of people in Europe and other 

8 countries that are lacking in a product that we have more 

9 than what we need to do with it. 

10 Sometimes it takes me a while to get my point 

11 across but I don't know anything other than I think it's a 

12 great idea and I'm looking forward to seeing that it gets 

13 better and gets done in the correct manner. 

14 MR. GONZALEZ: Hi my name is Rolando Gonzalez, 

15 resident of Luna Vista here representing myself. I am a 

16 city councilman for the town. R-o-l-a-n-d-o 

17 G-o-n-z-a-l-e-z, the main concern which I had focused on -- 

18 well actually two areas concerning the -- once the 

19 processing starts, how will there be a change in air 

20 quality? 

21 We have prevailing winds here in the area that 

22 are mostly out of south/southeast which would mean the areas 

23 that get affected. We have dust that blows when we get dry 

24 periods and that's fairly often, maybe ever three or four 

25 years, dust blows and any of these contaminants from the 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 


85 


1 exhaust be caught up with that dust and if they are very 

2 harmful what impact would they maybe have on the residents 

3 of these communities that are south or downwind from the 

4 exhaust of the LNG processing will be done. 

5 I've also -- the other concern is the impact on 

6 all our bodies of water, the marine and the estuaries and so 

7 forth. Whether or not you know, I've heard again both sides 

8 of the story. One thing that I would believe would help the 

9 LNG folk is to increase trust. 

10 One measure for example, with air quality, maybe 

11 they could provide or find a way to fund so that cities 

12 would get air quality gauges so that if there's indeed an 

13 issue of air quality to have these gauges working prior to 

14 the processing or the beginning of the processing for the 

15 LNG plant, both the state and the LNG one so that it could 

16 be understood very clearly by folk that prior to and after 

17 there may be a difference or there may not be a difference. 

18 If there isn't that definitely leaves a higher 

19 level of potential increase in trust which I would think is 

20 at the root of the issue here. Today's world with all the 

21 network -- all the different types of media it isn't hard to 

22 project horrid images of explosions and so forth concerning 

23 chemical plants whether they're gasoline or petroleum or 

24 whether they're chemical production plants. 

25 So again it would be to increase trust to do 
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1 things for the area with the money from the companies so 

2 that there's an increase again of trust. There will be an 

3 increase of traffic in the Ship Channel it's to be expected 

4 because there's going to be more, but those are basically my 

5 two areas of concern and waste products in terms of going in 

6 through the water cycle whether it's estuaries, the Ship 

7 Channel and it's connected -- it's all connected to currents 

8 move throughout this whole area so yeah, that would be my 

9 main concern in terms of contaminants and pollutants in our 

10 water and the air quality. 

11 This is an assumption being that we will never 

12 have any sort of major malfunction or any major catastrophe 

13 due to some sort of an explosion because if that does happen 

14 again we're down wind and that's always scary and I think a 

15 lot of people see those images and that's what they're 

16 scared of. Those are the answers -- I mean those are the 

17 questions that I would have and maybe subtle 

18 recommendations to offer ways to show as proof prior to and 

19 after in terms of air quality and water. 

20 MS. GALASSO: My name is Maria Galasso, its 

21 M-a-r-i-a G-a-l-a-s-s-o thank you. So note in addition to 

22 the comments I'm submitting today I will provide final 

23 comment for the FERC deadlines of December 3, 2018 for Rio 

24 Grande LNG and December 17th, 2018 for Texas LNG. 


25 


These are my comments. Number one 


FERC issued 
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1 the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on October 12th, 

2 2018 and set a comment deadline of December 3rd, 2018 for 

3 Rio Grande LNG along with a public meeting scheduled for 

4 November 15th, 2018 which is today. 

5 The DEIS is comprised of two volumes of the total 

6 of 1,120 pages. Similarly the Texas LNG DEIS issued on 

7 October 26th, 2018 with a comment deadline of December 17th, 

8 2018. The FERC determined that the public meeting would be 

9 held along with the one scheduled for Rio Grande LNG. 

10 The Texas LNG DEIS is comprised of two volumes 

11 with a total of 789 pages because both proposed LNG projects 

12 will be located within a few miles of each other on the 

13 Brownsville Ship Channel, both projects seek comments from 

14 the same group of residents expecting that the public review 

15 the volumes of information that has been gathered for each 

16 project and provide meaningful comments by the established 

17 date for the public meeting is unrealistic, creates undue 

18 hardship and casts doubt about the Agency's goal for the 

19 public meeting. 

20 The date for the combined public meeting for the 

21 projects should have been extended once the Texas LNG DEIS 

22 was added to the agenda. Alternatively, the Texas LNG 

23 public meeting should have been scheduled on its own at a 

24 later date. 


25 


Number two -- the Rio Grande LNG Appendix A is a 
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1 list titled, "Distribution for Notice and Availability, " it 

2 includes a list of more than 2,500 contact names. The Texas 

3 LNG Appendix A is titled "Distribution List," and only 

4 includes 106 individuals. My name is included in the Texas 

5 LNG list but it is not included in the Rio Grande LNG list 

6 although I have been actively involved and have commented 

7 often with all three projects proposed for the Brownsville 

8 Ship Channel. 

9 It was our understanding that because of the 

10 siting proximity of the project, the comments on any of the 

11 three dockets would be filed with the other two. The 

12 differing distribution lists suggests that this did not 

13 happen. 

14 Number three -- the wetlands mitigation plan as 

15 proposed for both projects will violate the No Net Loss 

16 Federal Policy. 

17 Number four -- the need for these projects has 

18 not been demonstrated, there are no buyers for the LNG in 

19 the form of binding contracts and for projects with so many 

20 negative impacts an unequivocal need for the product must be 

21 shown, especially in light of the unequivocal and official 

22 opposition to the projects demonstrated by resolutions 

23 passed by all the governing bodies of the nearby communities 

24 who will most directly experience the in particular negative 
2 5 impacts. 
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1 Further, South Padre Island, Port Isabel, Long 

2 Island Village and Laguno Vista are not within the 

3 Brownsville Navigation District and therefore had no voice 

4 or representation in the decision made by the Port of 

5 Brownsville to lease Navigation District property on the 

6 Brownsville Ship Channel to the LNG companies. Our 

7 representative voices concerning these projects lay with the 

8 elected town council and city council officials. 

9 Number five -- there is no analysis of the 

10 impacts to both the bait shrimping industry which rely on 

11 the BSC nor on the offshore shrimping industry which relies 

12 on ready access to the BSC to get to and from the Gulf, even 

13 less than significant impact could cause these industries to 

14 fail locally. 

15 Number six -- the DEIS states that the project 

16 has the potential to result in significant impacts on the 

17 "ocelot and ocelot recovery," from an area that has so few 

18 ocelots and so little ocelot habitat. This is reason to 

19 deny the permit. 

20 Number seven -- oh I still have five more things 

21 -- okay number ten -- the SpaceX launch site in Boca Chica 

22 Beach is 5 miles from the Rio Grande LNG terminal site and 

23 even closer to the Inova site. Where is the FERC completed 

24 SpaceX launch failure analysis? Did that analysis include 

25 the SpaceX BFR which will be larger than the Falcon or the 
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1 Falcon head rockets and which SpaceX now says it intends to 

2 launch from their Boca Chica site because a larger rocket 

3 brings with it a larger debris radius. 

4 A launch failure analysis for the SpaceX BFR is 

5 required before FERC approval and it should be made very 

6 clear in the analysis the insurance 

7 requirements/responsibilities for all public/private 

8 involved entities. 

9 MR. CHAPMAN: My name is Jim Chapman, I live in 

10 Weslaco, Texas and I am going to make a few comments on the 

11 Texas LNG Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

12 C-h-a-p-m-a-n, Chapman, and I am opposed to the granting of 

13 the permit to Texas LNG overall, more specifically the 

14 comment period for the Draft Environmental Impact 

15 Statement, because it is superimposed on Rio Grande LNG's 

16 comment period. 

17 There's really too much information to go through 

18 thoroughly and comment on so the first request is that the 

19 comment period for Texas LNG be extended. Secondly, the 

20 permit for Texas LNG's should be denied because they have 

21 not demonstrated a need for the project. They have no 

22 confirmed buyers, no binding contracts to buy the LNG, 

23 therefore there's not a demonstrated need for the project, 

24 the project should not go forward. 


25 


The mitigation plan is unacceptable. 


There's a 
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1 No Net Loss Policy which is being violated. They propose to 

2 mitigate their wetland losses by preserving an area that's 

3 already an existing wetland that's being managed and 

4 protected by Fish and Wildlife Service so there would be a 

5 net loss of wetlands if that would proceed, so I think FERC 

6 should not accept that as wetlands mitigation. 

7 There's also significant Uplands loss including 

8 the Loma which they will be building on and that there's no 

9 mitigation for that loss in the Environmental Impact 

10 Statement and there should be. 

11 And I'll switch to Rio Grande LNG and the first 

12 point is the Draft Environmental Impact Statement is 

13 incomplete because there's a long, long list of important 

14 information that FERC is requesting before the end of the 

15 comment period. How are we going to comment on things that 

16 are not in the environmental impact statement? 

17 That information -- and it's a long list of 

18 information, will come in right at the end of the comment 

19 period. How will the public see that information, how will 

20 they comment on that information, so that is -- really seems 

21 to violate the whole spirit of a public comment period. 

22 My suggested solution is when that information 

23 does come in that there be an additional two weeks for the 

24 public -- first of all that should go out to the public and 

25 there should be a two-week comment period on that additional 
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1 information. 

2 The mitigation plan is very inadequate. It is 

3 very -- it is -- they propose to mitigate by preserving land 

4 that is already an existing wetland and it is already under 

5 management and protection by Fish and Wildlife Service. 

6 If they were proposing to restore a degraded 

7 wetland that would be mitigation, to perverse and existing 

8 wetlands is not mitigation so that is not acceptable in the 

9 wetland laws for Rio Grande LNG is quite substantial. 

10 There is nothing in the Environmental Impact 

11 Statement about impacts to shrimping, bay shrimpers use the 

12 Ship Channel to fish and the offshore shrimpers have to 

13 traverse the Channel back and forth which will become 

14 increasingly difficult to do if the project is built and the 

15 tankers are daily going up and down with their security 

16 escorts. 

17 The dredging impacts to South Bay which is the 

18 first Texas State Coastal Preserve is not even mentioned. 

19 Dredging soil is extremely damaging to sea grasses. South 

20 Bay has sea grasses, a unique species of oyster and is 

21 immensely valuable -- that should be evaluated and it's not. 

22 And there's also no mention of the possible dredging impacts 

23 to the Behia Grande so that's missing from the EIS. 

24 Using wetlands for roads and work space is not 

25 acceptable and it is extremely unlikely that after several 
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1 years of heavy construction those wetlands could ever be 

2 restored so that would be an unnecessary loss of wetlands if 

3 that were to happen. 

4 There is no -- when we're talking about the 

5 impacts of dredging there has been no study and there should 

6 be of the benthic fish and resources in the Ship Channel in 

7 the vicinity of the project. If you don't know what's there 

8 how can you assess the impacts of dredging? 

9 The DEIS says that there will be no impacts -- no 

10 economic negative impacts, in fact while there would be 

11 short term, there would be a positive impact in terms of 

12 construction jobs, long-term the economic impact is likely 

13 to be negative because these plants employ relatively few 

14 people, most of those people will not be local and 

15 industrializing the area is going to impact nature and beach 

16 tourism which is the number one industry here and will cause 

17 a negative economic impact. 

18 The endangered species consultation that is going 

19 on with Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine 

20 Fisheries should be completed as part of the Environmental 

21 Impact Statement, not completed prior to construction, 

22 that's the only way that the public would have a chance to 

23 look at it so requiring that after the permit is issued is 

24 wrong and should not be done. More comments will follow in 

25 writing, thank you. 
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1 MR. WORRELL: My name is Victor Worrell, 

2 W-o-r-r-e-1-1. If built these terminals will be the largest 

3 source of hazardous air pollution in the Rio Grande Valley 

4 and the health of our children is at stake. 

5 TCEQ has two reasonably thorough air quality 

6 monitoring stations in the area, one in Brownsville upwind 

7 of the proposed facilities and one in Mission, almost 70 

8 miles west which is not directly downwind. Our high school 

9 and our junior high school are three miles directly downwind 

10 from the proposed facility. 

11 On September 1st, 2015 the Laguna Vista Town 

12 Council passed a Resolution officially opposing the 

13 construction of any LNG facility in the vicinity. A copy of 

14 the Resolution was sent to the Federal Energy Regulation 

15 Commission. Laguna Vista is 5 miles directly downwind of 

16 the proposed facility. 

17 The lower Rio Grande Valley is habitat for many 

18 threatened and endangered species. The Environmental Impact 

19 Statement states that these facilities are likely to 

20 adversely affect ocelots, aplomado falcons and piping 

21 plovers. These animals are endangered and irreplaceable. 

22 The actual local job creation is minimal, 

23 especially considering tourism-based jobs that will be lost 

24 due to these facilities intrusion into the area. The 

25 permits to build these facilities should be denied. That's 
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1 what I got. 

2 MS. NUNEZ: Terrie Nunez, T-e-r-r-i-e N-u-n-e-z. 

3 I'm a Port Isabel resident born and raised. Fracking has 

4 been known to spew hazardous levels of pollution, increased 

5 earthquakes and contaminate ground water and I strongly 

6 believe that tracked gas pipelines and LNG export terminals 

7 pose a major threat to the safety and well-being of my 

8 fellow residents and most importantly our environment. 

9 My home community and livelihood are in danger if 

10 Rio Grande LNG builds its massive liquefied natural gas 

11 export terminal and flammable pipelines here. This massive 

12 fossil fuel industrial complex would pollute the paradise 

13 we've lived in and destroy our local economy with it. 

14 Many local businesses including my families 

15 depend on tourism. Most of our customers are from out of 

16 town who return year after year because of the beauty we're 

17 surrounded by. It's saddening to even think about losing 

18 customers we've grown to call family. What's even more 

19 disturbing is a massive company wanting to step all over us 

20 for their own cash flow gain. 

21 South Padre Island is the last untouched clean 

22 beach in Texas. Our area is well-known for fishing life, 

23 real estate opportunities, wildlife and marine life. LNG 

24 would be a blow to the Laguna Atascosa Wildlife Refuge, an 

25 international wildlife corridor with pristine wetlands and 
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1 home to the endangered ocelot and aplomado falcon. 

2 As a community that loves and supports any and 

3 all animals, why should we risk the health of our eco-system 

4 and our cities for money. The communities of Port Isabel, 

5 South Padre Island, Laguna Vista and Long Island Village 

6 have all passed anti-LNG Resolutions. 

7 Fellow residents and I are the ones who are 

8 affected here and we don't want LNG here. FERC needs to 

9 strongly hear our communities that will be forced to live 

10 within three miles of the terminals and deny the company 

11 permits. 

12 MR. RADNIK: My name is Robert Radnik, 

13 R-o-b-e-r-t R-a-d-n-i-k. I live in San Benito, Texas and 

14 I'm here to tell the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 

15 that I feel that these LNG Projects are the wrong way for 

16 this country to be moving. I think that we're running out 

17 of time as far as things that are happening in climate 

18 change and that we should be moving as fast away from the 

19 fossil fuel industry as we possibly can. 

20 Wind and solar should be things that we are 

21 focused on -- renewable energy and finding better ways of 

22 utilizing our resources. Investors should be aware that 

23 this is a no win situation for them if we continue to upset 

24 the carbon cycle which our planet depends on -- we're 

25 already losing the planet's air conditioner which is the 
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1 arctic, it's melting. 

2 This last year they posted the arctic ice extent 

3 tide the 6th lowest but even worse the thickest parts are 

4 getting thinner so that means as time goes by we'll be 

5 reaching tipping points that we will not be able to -- the 

6 plant won't recover from for thousands of years. 

7 This equilibrium that we've lived in for the last 

8 11-12,000 years since the end of the last Ice Age has 

9 provided the growth for civilization and everything that we 

10 have right now and we're about to screw it up big time and I 

11 think that bringing these LNG plants only continues to 

12 exacerbate the problem and that we should be moving in other 

13 directions and that if our children and grandchildren are 

14 going to have a quality of life like we've had, this is the 

15 direction we should be taking, both economically, 

16 politically and socially, thank you. 

17 MR. ANDERSON: My name is Patrick Anderson and 

18 that is spelled P-a-t-r-i-c-k A-n-d-e-r-s-o-n. And my 

19 comments apply to both Texas LNG and Rio Grande LNG and Rio 

20 Bravo dockets. My comments are regarding specifically right 

21 now the conclusionary statements at the end of the executive 

22 summary. It says that FERC reached the conclusion that both 

23 projects would have adverse environmental impacts. We agree 

24 and thus these permits should be denied. 

25 Factors that guided the conclusion also support 
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1 the denial of permits. The LNG Terminal would be 

2 constructed in an area currently zoned for commercial and 

3 industrial use along an existing, man-made Ship Channel. 

4 First point is that both Rio Grande and Texas LNG Terminal 

5 designs have operational footprint outside of the project's 

6 boundaries and outside of the Port of Brownsville boundary. 

7 Light and sound impacts are physical footprints 

8 of operation that extended beyond the Ship Cannel and into 

9 the wildlife corridor managed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

10 Service and the Laguna Atascosa Wildlife Refuge. 

11 Secondly, according to Section 7 of the 

12 Endangered Species Act as referred to in the Texas LNG DEIS, 

13 Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act states that amended 

14 that, "Any project authorized, funded or conducted by any 

15 federal agencies should not jeopardize the continued 

16 existence of any endangered species or threatened species or 

17 result in the destruction or adverse modification of habitat 

18 of such species which is determined to be critical." 

19 The permit should be denied according to Section 

20 7 of the DEIS as listed species of habitat will be affected 

21 within the outside of the project boundaries as indicated in 

22 the DEIS. Secondly, not all consultations and plans have 

23 been finalized as indicated in the DEIS. Some have not been 

24 started by Texas LNG and Rio Grande LNG, thus the statement 


25 


in both DEIS's that FERC concludes that impacts on the 
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1 environment from the proposed project would be reduced to 

2 less than significant levels are nothing more than 

3 speculative. 

4 Furthermore there is no indication that Texas LNG 

5 or Rio Grande LNG will adopt FERC recommendations found 

6 throughout the DEIS. 

7 Third, Rio Grande developers would follow an 

8 environmental inspection program including environmental 

9 inspectors to ensure compliance with the mitigation measures 

10 that become conditions of the FERC authorizations. 

11 FERC staff would conduct inspections throughout 

12 construction, commissioning and operation of the project. 

13 There is no such inspection program found in the DEIS. 

14 Details regarding this plan should be included in the DEIS 

15 with an extended comment period for the public to review and 

16 comment. 

17 The U.S. Coast Guard issued a letter of 

18 recommendation indicating that the Brownsville Ship Channel 

19 would be considered suitable for the LNG marine traffic 

20 associated with projects. However, the Coast Guard did not 

21 take into consideration recommendations by the Society of 

22 International Gas Tanker and Terminal Operators, as 

23 published in site selection and design for LNG ports and 

24 j etty's. 


25 


The site selection indicates several parameters. 
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1 The first parameter, there is no acceptable probability for 

2 a catastrophic LNG release. Three LNG facilities proposed 

3 at the Port of Brownsville in close proximity to each other 

4 increases the probability of catastrophic LNG release and 

5 thereby not in accordance to the guidelines and standards. 

6 Secondly, liquefied natural gas ports must be 

7 located where LNG vapors from spill or release cannot affect 

8 civilians. Tankers will be exiting the Port of Brownsville 

9 Ship Channel thereby passing only a matter of feet by Isla 

10 Blanca Park and the jetty's heavily populated by civilians. 

11 Recommendations from the National Laboratories of 

12 a distance of 2.2 miles and Doctor Jerry Havens, a former 

13 Coast Guard LNG vapor hazard researcher of three miles, 

14 populated areas including Long Island Village, Port Isabel 

15 and Isla Blanca Park are within these recommendations. 

16 Third recommendation -- LNG shippers must be far 

17 from the ship transit fairway to prevent collision or all 

18 other vessels to prevent surging and ringing along the LNG 

19 pier and jetty's that may cause the ship to break its 

20 moorings and LNG connections since all the vessels must be 

21 considered an ignition source. 

22 The Brownsville Ship Channel is a narrow one-way 

23 channel that will be in close proximity to all Port 

24 Brownsville ship transit fairway and thereby present 

25 collision and emission sources to LNG tankers. The location 
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1 of all proposed LNG facilities are on the end of the ship 

2 channel near the entrance and exit and this results in all 

3 Port of Brownsville ship traffic passing by all three LNG 

4 sites. 

5 MS. SHELDON: This is Kathleen Sheldon, 

6 K-a-t-h-l-e-e-n S-h-e-l-d-o-n. I grew up in Harlingen, I 

7 was born in the valley, grew up in Harlingen, have gone to 

8 the beach before they even had a ferry -- I mean before they 

9 had a causeway but most importantly this is a very narrow -- 

10 I'm very opposed to both the Rio Grande LNG Project and the 

11 Texas LNG Project. 

12 The reason is a very narrow corridor with a very 

13 narrow channel, a very narrow entryway from the Gulf right 

14 next to this area is you know, a resort area with condos and 

15 whatnot and then along the highway that will pass by these 

16 facilities are little areas for people to fish, also the 

17 Bahia Grande was recently restored as a wetland -- just 

18 these precious rare delicate areas, that's number one. 

19 Number two, which isn't -- just the worst thing, 

20 but the visual impact -- can you imagine the people the 

21 people in the condos who are facing more west or the bay 

22 side look out and there they are for their honeymoon and 

23 they've rented a condo up on the 20th floor and they look 

24 out and what they see are flares similar to what you see at 

25 Orange, Texas, Beaumont area up by Corpus -- places that 
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1 have these things and we don't. 

2 And now we're going to be having them, it's just 

3 visually its' just a travesty then to speak of the pollution 

4 -- the air pollution, you know, you'll hear people say oh, 

5 the kids are going to get cancer, we're all going to get 

6 cancer and that can be true and but if that -- if you don't 

7 sort of want to pay attention to that, there are things that 

8 come out of these places, these facilities that do get in 

9 the air and it can't be good. 

10 If there ever is an accident or a major hurricane 

11 that disturbs the infrastructure, leakage, whatnot, it just 

12 isn't the place for it. Put it in somewhere else on the 

13 coast, further up the coast that's on the land -- not on a 

14 delicate barrier island area. 

15 You know I just lose sleep thinking about the 

16 horribleness of this whole thing and its big money, its big 

17 people with big money who absolutely don't care one bit. 

18 But you ask them would you like to live -- would you like to 

19 have your condo looking out on that? I could tell you right 

20 now none of the owners of these companies, none of the 

21 people that are profiting from all of this would even dream 

22 of having their condos right nearby. 

23 They're not up in Orange, Texas, they're not up 

24 at Beaumont and all those places in Louisiana where the 

25 orange flares are going off and turn the night into 
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1 semi-sunset, you know, constantly. I just -- oh I just 

2 can't stand it. You don't know the depth of my anger about 

3 it, and this is wrong and Texas Environmental Commission -- 

4 whatever the group is, TEQ, is not paying attention to what 

5 the people are saying. 

6 They think we're just a couple of little people 

7 whining and that's not true. It's the wrong kind of project 

8 in the wrong place and the future of the world is not in 

9 fossil fuels, it just isn't, you know, we're just going to 

10 get away from that and we will have this monstrosity so I'm 

11 just really furious and very angry. 

12 So thank you for having to listen or for you to 

13 type this up or to create this, you're the person that's 

14 listening to this and they did not give us donuts, they gave 

15 us a number but they didn't give us donuts to be here, but 

16 anyway thank you. 

17 MS. MEINERDING: Hi, Doris, D-o-r-i-s Meinerding, 

18 M-e-i-n-e-r-d-i-n-g and I spell that like all the time. I 

19 do not have my glasses so I do not have a prepared statement 

20 because I can't read what I have prepared but I will submit 

21 that online. One of the things that I find really 

22 disturbing is I read in the DEIS for Rio Grande LNG that 

23 they were looking at 3,655 acres being destroyed even though 

24 about 40% of this they said would come back to life at some 

25 point but during the construction period 3,655 acres. 
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1 Out of curiosity I looked -- I converted that to 

2 square miles, it comes to about 5 and square miles and 

3 then I looked at the size of South Padre Island, the size of 

4 Laguna Vista -- add those two cities together and then you 

5 can take about 11% of Port Isabel and that would comprise 

6 3,655 acres and I started crying. 

7 I had no idea. I have looked at architectural 

8 drawings, I have been on the boat, I have been to the Port 

9 of Brownsville, I have looked at everything but until I 

10 actually did the math and saw how big just one facility was 

11 going to be and the crazy thing is its going to destroy so 

12 much wetlands. It's going to destroy so much of our 

13 eco-system which is so important. 

14 I won't even go there right now and they don't 

15 even have a binding contract. You're going to allow all of 

16 this destruction when there's no proof that they will ever, 

17 ever, export one iota of liquid natural gas? 

18 And the other thing is if they do get a binding 

19 contract there is evidence that shows between fracking and 

20 everything that goes in to creating LNG and exporting it to 

21 Europe, you would have as much damage done to the climate -- 

22 I'm sorry I'm losing my words here and as I said I don't 

23 have this prepared. 

24 As if you were using coal and if you export it to 

25 China, they're showing that it would be even more so, more 
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1 harmful to the environment than coal. So this is crazy and 

2 please for the sake of my grandchildren no permits please, 

3 thank you. 

4 MR. BEATY: Okay my name is William Beaty, that's 

5 W-i-l-l-i-a-m last name B-e-a-t-y. I live in Luna Vista, 

6 Texas just a few miles from where we are right now. I'm a 

7 homeowner, I'm retired. I'm concerned about the health 

8 concerns specifically for our school children. I think 

9 that's been made clear and for the safety concerns of having 

10 an LNG terminal in an area where schools quite nearby and 

11 residences. 

12 Apart from that what really baffles me is with 

13 all of the previously impacted coastline on Texas and other 

14 parts of the Gulf, why on earth do we need to come to a 

15 pristine area which is the hub of Texas's recreation 

16 industry? 

17 We have -- the fact that the tourism -- 

18 eco-tourism specifically which means fishing, birding, all 

19 that's associated with the outdoors is a half a billion 

20 dollar business in the lower Rio Grande Valley, why are we 

21 putting those jobs -- thousands of jobs, in jeopardy for a 

22 handful of jobs that this complex will bring? 

23 That is one thing that baffles me. I don't see 

24 any sense to it. There's a lot to be preserved here. 

25 There's much to be lost. I certainly wouldn't want to be a 
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1 part of making that come about so I'm here to make my 

2 statement in opposition to this industry moving into the 

3 area. It's an area that should be preserved. 

4 Other parts of the coast have been lost, they are 

5 available and I think these people should be looking to 

6 those places to set up their plants. That is my statement, 

7 thank you. 

8 MS. LIPPMAN: My name is Susan Lippman, S-u-s-a-n 

9 L-i-p-p-m-a-n. And I'm a Texan, I was born in Austin but I 

10 was brought here to the Rio Grande Valley when I was still 

11 in a cradle and so this is my early first home and we lived 

12 here until I went to -- until I was 7 and this is a place 

13 that's very special to me because we came out to Padre 

14 Island all the time, every weekend and I learned to swim in 

15 the waves of the Gulf of Mexico. So it was a beautiful 

16 place then and it still is and I have to note that it's the 

17 tourist attraction for the whole state of Texas and beyond 

18 and that it is the eco-tourism economy here that is 

19 dependent on its beauty and its purity and its healthiness. 

20 It also attracts the retirement community and 

21 with the baby boomers starting to get that age, as I am, I 

22 know that many of them will be looking for a beautiful place 

23 like this to live. There's too much that would be 

24 sacrificed if this area were industrialized and polluted and 

25 the air were not to be healthy. 
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1 Besides just the tourism there's the fishing, 

2 dolphin tours and an incredible diversity of wildlife. 

3 There are wildlife preserves that are being threatened at 

4 the same time by the wall -- the border wall and these 

5 projects. There's endangered populations of ocelots and 

6 probably even jaguars that need to cross freely from one 

7 side of the border to the other and to have sufficient 

8 habitat to continue. 

9 These areas are also situated where there are 

10 wetlands and where they will be subject to sea level rise 

11 that will probably be greater than anyone's predicting. 

12 They will be subject to hurricanes -- much more fierce than 

13 we have established records of in the past. 

14 The amount of engineering that it would take to 

15 keep these facilities safe I think is probably beyond what 

16 most people are anticipating. And I understand that the 

17 natural gas terminals which means they are liquid because 

18 they're under so much pressure that gas becomes liquid. If 

19 these were to be breached, a cloud of natural gas could go 

20 up in the air un-combusted but mixed with oxygen and be 

21 extremely volatile and it could drift over a populated area, 

22 even the high school on Highway 100 and could explode 

23 somewhere at some distance from the terminal itself. 

24 And I have a concern -- even though I am not a 

25 tribal member myself, I think that it is just morally 
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1 unconscionable to desecrate the gravesites and the sacred 

2 sites of the tribes who have lived here since long before my 

3 ancestors even came to this country even though that was a 

4 couple of hundred years ago. Those ancestors have been here 

5 for thousands of years. 

6 Even though this is not my backyard now, there 

7 are effects that affect me and the whole of Texas and they 

8 affect the whole of the planet. I understand that the 

9 purpose of a liquid natural gas terminal is for exporting 

10 the gas and we have leaks of methane. Natural gas is mostly 

11 methane and the leaks will be along the whole structure of 

12 the pipeline wherever there are nodes and stations and 

13 methane is so much more powerful than carbon dioxide that 

14 it's a significant climate influencer by itself. 

15 But if you look at the big picture, the liquid 

16 natural gas terminals facilitate the export of natural gas 

17 which will of course, help the oil and gas companies with 

18 their profits but doesn't do that much for the State of 

19 Texas and therefore it will increase the rate and amount of 

20 fracking all over the State of Texas which is a danger to 

21 the water supplies and as the future predicts more draughts 

22 as well as more fierce storms and downbursts of rain, that 

23 water that's in the ground will be especially important to 

24 the future generations and that also is being threatened by 

25 the fracking. 
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1 All in all we do not need these terminals and 

2 they should not be approved. 

3 MS. CABALLERO: My name is Lydia Caballero, 

4 L-y-d-i-a C-a-b-a-l-l-e-r-o. I came to speak opposing the 

5 LNG Project for this area of the Rio Grande Valley of South 

6 Texas and I have many reasons for opposing this. 

7 First of all I am a retired surgical nurse and as 

8 a surgical nurse I traveled across this great country, 

9 Canada, Central and South America. I am bi-lingual. I 

10 experienced working in the areas of Canada where the 

11 fracking industry was big for natural gas. 

12 I started seeing an upsurge in unusual cancers in 

13 that area and after research was done they found that yes 

14 indeed, there were some cancers that were going up in the 

15 rates in that area, also, while I was there and prior to I 

16 had heard of and experienced several earthquakes which were 

17 proven later to be extremely caused by the fracking. 

18 The other reason I'm here is because I am a 5th 

19 generation shrimper. My father, my great-grandfather and 

20 his father were all shrimpers, my brothers -- four of my 11 

21 brothers are shrimpers and this will affect the pollution in 

22 the air and also in the sea with the hurricanes and the 

23 different tides in this part of the country. 

24 I'm scared of having experiencing the upsurge in 

25 the cancers, earthquakes that I experienced in Canada and 
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1 also I worked in north central as a travelling nurse in 

2 North Central Texas. My bloodline is American Indian. I am 

3 57% Native American. I think my great-grandfathers and all 

4 of my ancestors would be rolling in their grave on that side 

5 of the family. They had been here for many, many hundreds 

6 of years. 

7 On the other side of the family my bloodline goes 

8 all the way back to the people that came from Spain and had 

9 -- the queen had given them the deeds here and those 

10 ranchers that came from Spain and set up in this part of 

11 Texas, took care of the lands and I don't think is taking 

12 care of the lands. 

13 I think that we can do well enough with solar 

14 energy and other forms of looking for energy and I would 

15 like for this to be considered on behalf of not just my 

16 ancestors but also my grandchildren that I hold dear to my 

17 heart and the future generations in my community and in my 

18 family, thank you. 

19 MR. FRY: Hello, yes my name is William Jason 

20 Fry, Fry F-r-y and I'm a resident of South Padre Island and 

21 Brownsville. I have houses in both places. Our house here 

22 is a rental, specifically condo. That is what I'm really 

23 worried about. My mother -- she lives off of the income of 

24 that property and we're located directly at the base of the 

25 bridge and if these LNG plants go in, our biggest fear is 
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1 that our tourism -- the tourism will drop off and then that 

2 will affect us monetarily and basically my mother will lose 

3 her livelihood. 

4 I can move away, I can go back to Dallas where 

5 I'm from, where I've lived, she cannot -- she's elderly. So 

6 I'm concerned about her livelihood. I'm also concerned 

7 about the livelihood of the people here -- the fisherman, 

8 the shrimpers, the people that derive their income from 

9 tourism and that's really my concerns. 

10 So South Padre Island is a tourist -- it drives 

11 almost I would say 98% of its income from tourism and if 

12 people fail or quit coming down here, that will dry up and 

13 this area will go downhill rather quickly. You can see that 

14 in other areas north of here -- Corpus Christi, things like 

15 that. 

16 What we really like down here and the reason that 

17 people live down here is because we have a good quality of 

18 life. We don't have the income level that you would in a 

19 large metropolitan area, however our quality of life is its 

20 nice and peaceful and it's not polluted. 

21 You know, when you live in a big city so often if 

22 you want to do anything you have to spend money. Down here 

23 if you want to do something you can just walk outside and 

24 you can see the nature, you know, the butterflies are 

25 migrating right now, we have all sorts of different birds 
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1 and things like that. So that's really the jewel of this 

2 area and just because certain people at this time are not 

3 appreciating it and they seem to think that petrol chemical 

4 plants will -- that our environment can co-exist with petrol 

5 chemical plants -- I see that as completely 100% false. 

6 People come here because it is not polluted and 

7 it's not industrialized. I think that in the future that 

8 you will be able to put a monetary value on this and that 

9 people will come from all over the country to experience our 

10 wildlife and our birds and our wonderful weather. 

11 If these petrol chemical plants come in they're 

12 going to ruin the view, specifically between Brownsville and 

13 South Padre Island. If we have structures -- petrol 

14 chemical structures that are interfering with the skyline, 

15 basically what it's going to look like is you're going to 

16 have 20 miles of petrol chemical industrialization -- you're 

17 in a 4 mile tourist area. I don't think anybody is going to 

18 want to drive through 20 miles of industrialization to reach 

19 4 miles of beach. 

20 I don't think that that beach is going to be 

21 clean and going to be -- I don't think people are going to 

22 want to go, so we have that. We have our air quality -- a 

23 lot of people down here are elderly and a lot of people live 

24 below the poverty line, they can't afford to go to your 

25 really good doctors so they get stuck with the pollution 
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1 that gets handed to them. 

2 Another thing is the fishing -- for instance we 

3 think they just spent 4 billion dollars or something 

4 ridiculous like that on cleaning up and opening up our 

5 largest new estuary and fish breeding ground -- the Bahia 

6 Grande. 

7 Now if you put directly across the street a 

8 chemical plant that its emissions are volatile chemicals and 

9 things such as that, if you kill the environment of the 

10 fishing. If you pollute the water and the fish eggs die 

11 then there's not going to be any fish. If there's not going 

12 to be any fish then there will not be any fishermen to pay 

13 for people like myself who's a bartender and I derive my 

14 income from our tourists, so I really strongly and 100% 

15 oppose the LNG plants. 

16 MS. STEINBERG: It's Laurel Steinberg, 

17 L-a-u-r-e-1 S-t-e-i-n-b-e-r-g. Okay I want to make some 

18 comments about Rio Grande LNG first -- just a couple of 

19 things. Regarding the mitigation for filling wetlands, 

20 right now there's no satisfactory plan for mitigating the 

21 loss of wetlands. 

22 Preserving the Loma's which they're proposing 

23 does not replace the wetlands that they are filling. 

24 Regarding the visual impacts -- the EIS claims minimal 

25 visual impact, that they will have one mile frontage on 
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1 Route 48 with refrigeration trains and storage tanks right 

2 across from the Bahia Grande which will be open soon for 

3 public recreation, so how will this not be a major visual 

4 impact -- and that's all I want to say about Rio Grande LNG. 

5 And for Texas LNG also regarding mitigation they 

6 propose to preserve 45 acres of wetlands which are already 

7 protected by Fish and Wildlife Service. That is not 

8 mitigation -- they need to create or restore wetlands. 

9 Regarding impacts on wildlife -- there was no 

10 explanation of why they claim the impacts on wildlife are 

11 not significant. Regarding the Endangered Species Act, all 

12 consultations should be completed before the record of 

13 decision, not before the project construction. 

14 Regarding the Garcia Pasture, there needs to be a 

15 plan from the Texas Historical Commission -- the site cannot 

16 just be removed. Regarding the SpaceX launch failure 

17 analysis -- it does not seem to be in the EIS. 

18 Also there are many other missing items which are 

19 being required prior to construction or prior to the initial 

20 site preparation. So when can the public review these items 

21 and who will make sure that these items will be properly 

22 completed? And that's all I want to say right now. 

23 MS. PENA: It's Marta Elena Pena, first name 

24 M-a-r-t-a, middle name E-l-e-n-a, last name P (as in Paul) - 

25 e-n-a. Alright my first comment is that the FERC DEIS is 
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1 not available in Spanish which is the predominant language 

2 here in the Rio Grande Valley. 

3 The DEIS statement -- the DEIS is incomplete. 

4 There is a long list of important information that FERC is 

5 requesting from Rio Grande before the end of the comment 

6 period. How are we supposed to comment on information that 

7 isn't there? All endangered species consultations with FWS 

8 and MMFS should be completed before the FERC decision, not 

9 before construction. 

10 This is especially true in regards to the ocelot 

11 and jaguarundi -- the ocelot there are only 50 known left in 

12 the United States. They all are here in the Rio Grande 

13 Valley just very close by and they are protected under the 

14 Endangered Species Act. They are a federally protected 

15 animal. 

16 And this -- especially in Section 7 and 9 of the 

17 Endangered Species Act it specifically says that not only 

18 are they protected, but also the environment that they live 

19 in -- it cannot be altered. 

20 Next, the comment deadline should be extended for 

21 at least two weeks after all the required information is 

22 submitted and made public. And I'm going to say this again 

23 just because I'm so passionate about it and it hurts my 

24 heart that the FERC DEIS is not available in Spanish. This 

25 is so important, it is absolutely irresponsible that if it 
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1 is not available in the predominant language of the Rio 

2 Grande Valley and its residents. 

3 The mitigation plan is grossly inadequate. There 

4 is no mitigation plan for the Upland Loma and brush habitat 

5 that will be destroyed. For the wetlands that will be 

6 filled in, in the preserving an area that is already under 

7 official wildlife service protection and management -- so 

8 that is not mitigation, not in the least is that mitigation. 

9 The Wetlands Mitigation Plan as proposed will 

10 violate the No Net Loss Federal Policy. I want to repeat 

11 that -- the wetlands mitigation plan as proposed will 

12 violate the No Net Loss Federal Policy. I also want to 

13 comment on the Texas tortoise which is a state-protected 

14 animal. 

15 The Texas LNG DEIS states that their plan is to 

16 gather the tortoises and put them on another piece of land 

17 nearby and it says that that's a fine plan. That is not -- 

18 it's grossly inadequate as well. There are no details on 

19 how they plan to herd these little critters up, where 

20 they're going to go, how they're going to do that. 

21 This is just not -- I mean it's just a ridiculous 

22 plan. I would not call that a plan at all to gather up a 

23 state protected animal without further details and that 

24 needs to be presented for the public for them to comment and 

25 review, that's it. 
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1 I'd also like to comment on the retail value of 

2 properties in Port Isabel in South Padre Island and the 

3 other beautiful communities around this area. As you might 

4 know there are some very valuable pieces of property that 

5 people invest very highly in. As stated in the DEIS for 

6 Texas LNG they do recognize that properties that are at a 

7 very high proximity so I guess the higher up you get in real 

8 estate, the more expensive this real estate is. 

9 You can imagine we have multi-million dollar 

10 properties that are going to have a beautiful view of these 

11 plants should they be -- if they do come to fruition, 

12 they're property values will definitely go down and this is 

13 not exactly addressed. 

14 The communities need to know that their 

15 properties are at risk of being devalued and they should be 

16 able to have a report and be able to comment. 

17 MS. JOE: My name is Diana Lucas Joe, I am a 

18 grandmother age -- oh my name, you spell it D-i-a-n-a 

19 L-u-c-a-s J-o-e. I am a grandmother, my age is 58. I am 

20 here to just let the people know that as a grandmother I 

21 don't think it's a good idea for any kind of intrusion to 

22 come through the lands that I grew up in because it 

23 terrifies me to know that in the future maybe my 

24 grandchildren will not be able to have the enjoyment of the 

25 beautiful land areas and the beauty that comes with the 
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1 territory here to enjoy themselves as I did as a child, you 

2 know. 

3 And so basically that is why I am wanting to 

4 speak here with Native American roots in this area. We 

5 have a lot of ceremonies that go on here and so I want my 

6 grandchildren to understand that this is where these 

7 ceremonies are buried, especially like my bilicus (ph) 

8 ceremony when I was born here in Brownsville, Texas. 

9 It's the belly button and the placenta is giving 

10 back to the earth and if anything goes through the land they 

11 will desecrate that sacredness and these are my stories and 

12 basically that's just what I want to say. I am pleading. 

13 They told us never to beg but I am pleading with the 

14 corporations that have intentions to come through and never 

15 mind us and I speak on behalf of my parents who taught me 

16 the stories of the land here. 

17 My grandmother who is of Yaqui descent so from 

18 the Yaqui Tribe and so it pains me very much -- I am, I have 

19 trouble sitting here talking because I don't have the 

20 educated words to say more other than please don't bring 

21 your pipes, don't bring your things that will further hurt 

22 the earth because we already have like this fence that went 

23 up too and that was without ceremony and that hurts. 

24 And so that's all I have. I thank you in advance 

25 and be good. 
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1 MR. JOE: (Native American words). They call me 

2 Davin Joe, D-a-v-i-n J-o-e. Thank you for allowing me this 

3 opportunity to speak a few words. I want to share from a 

4 perspective of my indigenous people of the Dinen Nation who 

5 are labeled as Navajo people. 

6 In my land there have been many companies that 

7 came through our reservation to extract resources through 

8 our land -- coal, uranium, lumber and such and these 

9 companies through time through my years that I have been 

10 around since the early '60's all the way up to this point, 

11 you know, companies that have come through these. 

12 My reservation had like always extracted 

13 resources like I've said. You know, let's say for example 

14 the timber has been extracted and in return there's no 

15 replanting. Coal has been extracted -- very little of the 

16 royalties have come to the Nation. Uranium have been 

17 extracted, uranium tailings have been exposed even though to 

18 this day and these companies have come through let's say the 

19 devastation of uranium. The tailings have never been 

20 cleaned up. 

21 EPA have also been involved yet as far as 

22 clean-up wise. These things are still troublesome on the 

23 Navajo Reservation and I'm sure all these other reservations 

24 might have experienced some sort of desecration of some sort 

25 in this regard. 
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1 Well, these are just an experience of what I've 

2 seen, what corporations can do or companies and so from my 

3 perspective, I'm married to this area. My wife is from 

4 Brownsville, Texas. When I was about 8 years old my father 

5 taught me that, you know, because I was going to visit 

6 Missouri -- Independent, Missouri with a teacher that asked 

7 me to go back with her to her home town. 

8 My father told me that you make sure you go look 

9 to the east and wherever the air touches the earth, wherever 

10 the earth compliments the air you walk and you make your 

11 circumference. Go all the way around the radius and look to 

12 the four cardinal directions and I want you to take care of 

13 that land, because that's the land that you will be in. You 

14 take care of that land as if you were on the Deni Res. where 

15 you were raised at. 

16 And that same piece of honor, give it that honor 

17 where you're going to be visiting that and from that day on 

18 the valuable father/son yes and that's always been there 

19 with me. So now that I'm married here, I did the same 

20 thing. This is the land that I take care of and this is the 

21 land that I'm in. I now understand that there will be a 

22 company that will be coming through putting maybe -- putting 

23 pipeline through here. 

24 I would say that maybe this company is not a new 

25 company, maybe this company might be -- have had other 
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1 experiences in other parts of the land. This country -- 

2 maybe out of this country too and I'm just going to say that 

3 if you were to look at this, the track record of this 

4 company I'm going to make sure that probably it's not going 

5 to 100% a pure company as far as respecting Mother Earth, 

6 respecting the land because past history, like I said this 

7 company is from my land, coal, uranium, forestry. 

8 These companies that came through took what they 

9 needed, took what they wanted, but left and washed their 

10 hands of the clean-up or took it without replenishing what 

11 was there before. Therefore I'm going to say this much -- 

12 that this new company that's coming through probably has the 

13 same thing. 

14 So I speak as a relative to the Plant Nation -- 

15 the animal, the human beings, the ones that crawl, all these 

16 are my relatives and for those that can't speak in that 

17 regard I speak to against the devastation of the elements of 

18 Creator's creation so that the future of the non-born 

19 children are to come, they can reap something that's 

20 beautiful. This is a beautiful part of this land. I came 

21 to be married here and I'd liked to see it stay that way. 

22 So I appreciate this time that was given to me, 

23 thank you very much and I appreciate you too to take my 
2 4 words. 


25 


(Whereupon at 9:00 p.m., the meeting was 
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PROCEEDINGS 

MR. JAUDZEMIS: My name is Thomas, T-h-o-m-a-s 
Jaudzemis, it's J-a-u-d-z-e-m-i-s. I live on South Padre 
Island, Texas. My address is 708 Padre Boulevard, number 
1005 South Padre Island 78597. 

I'm here because I'm very concerned about the 
effects of this proposed development on the residents and 
the economy of South Padre Island. South Padre Island's 
economy is 100% based on tourism. The only reason people 

to South Padre Island is to enjoy the beach, to go fishing, 
to go swimming, to look at the birds, to look at the 
dolphins, to take eco-trips and there is no heavy industry 
or anything like that in the immediate vicinity. 

Our island's southern border is the ship channel 
that goes up to the Port of Brownsville and from my condo 

from the Port Isabel causeway I can see the Port of 
Brownsville and so I know that we would be directly 

by any kind of major event that happened in the Port of 
Brownsville and I'm very concerned that one of the last 
areas in Texas that still has clean air, clean water, clean 
sand could be permanently ruined by any kind of incident 
that would happen in the Port of Brownsville. 

We're just a short distance from the Port. 
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already has hundreds of miles of carcinogenic coasts and 
simply doesn't need any more. 

We have by far the best beaches in Texas and 
literally hundreds of thousands of people come to that area 
to enjoy the — what's still a nice, pristine area and 
that's a sustainable form of economy, it's a sustainable 
form of tourism, but it's something which could be 

in a heartbeat if there's anything bad that happens as a 
result of a project as the one which is proposed here. 

The same is largely true for the surrounding 
areas. Port Isabel still has a streams, fishing is a big 
activity out of the Port Isabel there's still a shrimp 

in, comes out of the Port of Brownsville. And when I look 
at some of the incidents which have happened in the Gulf of 
Mexico in recent years, we know that they have long-lasting 
consequences could devastate a fishery and I just don't 

how the economy of this area would ever recover from that 
kind of an incident. 

There's no — really no backup plan that I know 
of for places like South Padre Island and Port Isabel. If 
our clean air, clean water are ruined by some kind of 

that goes down off the coast here. 

I'm also very concerned that we're trying to 
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going to be sold to other countries. I don't know why we 
would have to pay that environmental cost for something 
which isn't even going to benefit people in this country. 

This is a fuel which is going to be used for a 
short period of time. The way the climate is changing, 

global warming, if we don't stop relying on fossil fuels 

all their costs such as the extraction costs to the 
environment, refinement costs and the costs of burning 

fuels, we're going to be seeing great catastrophic effects 
on life in this planet. 

We already see the State of California burning 

because it's been so dry. We see storms hitting, you know 
500 years, 1,000 year storms hitting every year. We see 
changes in rainfall, we see areas which are normally wet, 
drying up. Northern Europe last summer had so little rain 
they couldn't ship boat traffic on the Rhine River and on 
the Danube River, something which has never happened 

They have forest fires in the Baltic States and 
in Finland and I think if we simply continue to sacrifice 
the future for so few bucks at the present time, it's very 
far-sighted and it's going to be harmful for generations to 
come and at some point it's going to be irreversible 
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24 analysis of this project, especially figuring out the cost 

25 and benefits over time, this is a project which should not 
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1 be allowed to proceed. I don't see any kind of widespread 

2 support for this kind of project in the local population. 

3 Almost all the people that I talk to are appalled by this 

4 project, they're scared of it and I hope the project is not 

5 green-lighted to go forward. 

6 I would be willing to testify and make my 

7 feelings known at any further hearings and I'm glad to go 
on 

8 record in opposition to this project, thank you. 

9 MS. KORAB: My name is Lela Burnell Korab. 

10 L-e-l-a B-u-r-n-e-1-1 Korab, K-o-r-a-b is my last name. 

11 And I am with Shrimpers and Fisherman of the RGB. And I — 

12 we are third generation shrimping — from a shrimping 

family 

13 of third generation and we have been in this area since the 

14 1800's and right now we have shrimp boats still and we have 

15 a store it's called Shrimp Outlet, and we cater to tens of 

16 thousands of tourists every year. 

17 And I had one customer — one customer came in 

18 and say that she has travelled the coast from one point of 

19 the United States, she left from Oregon area and they 

20 travelled along all the west coast and came all along the 

21 south and then all along the east coast and our area was 

22 most beautiful area that they had seen and they chose to 

23 settle here of all the United States. 

24 And the reason they liked it because the lack of 


the 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 


25 industry and the lack of pollution and they were very 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 


8 

1 impressed and I feel like our area attracts tourism just 

for 

2 that reason and I feel like the construction of all these 

3 plants and the danger of pollution would have a huge effect 

4 on our local fisherman that fish for pleasure and also that 

5 fish commercially and our shrimping, because the shrimping 

6 depends largely on the estuaries and our eco-system and I 

7 feel like a spill like I read today is inevitable. 

8 Like I read — this is a quote from the Coast 

9 Guard in the Monitor Magazine, it says, "Accidents while 

LNG 

10 is being transferred to the ship at the site of LNG storage 

11 tanks and liquefication process is where Hightower has seen 

12 some of the biggest spills that still happen in small 

13 amounts. Hightower said maybe 4 to 5 gallons. It takes 

14 about 15 hours to fill up the LNG ship and transfer the 

15 liquid very fast and use multiple hoses he said so if you 

16 don't get something that causes the hose break or the ship 

17 moves, there is an emergency shutdown device, but you can 

18 have gallons spill out. 

19 Those small gallons would affect the shipping 

20 channel where it's going to be. That's where a lot of the 

21 estuary is in place for our shrimping and our local fishing 

22 and that is my concern. Also, the lack of the use of the 

23 waterways and the lack of for sports fishermen and 

24 commercial fishermen as well. 


I think that's it. 
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MS. RUDOLPH: My name is Theresa Rudolph, 
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2 

visiting 

3 

4 

5 

6 

against 

7 

8 
9 

10 

tourism. 

11 

and 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 

earlier, 

22 

23 


T-h-e-r-e-s-a Rudolph is R-u-d-o-l-p-h. I've lived on 
South Padre Island since 2001 full time. I've been 

here since 1987 and I've owned property both in Port Isabel 
and on South Padre Island since 1994. 

My background is I'm a businesswoman and I fully 
understand the need for jobs. However, I am totally 

LNG and fracking, especially in our area because I believe 
it will have a negative effect on jobs. 

Yes, people at the Port will make money but our 
main industry is tourism, including fishing and eco- 

Increased pollution in air and water will reduce tourism 

hurt our local economy and ultimately reduce the number of 
jobs. We draw tourists from Houston, from Dallas, from 
Austin, San Antonio and all around Texas. A lot of these 
tourists drive here. 

In driving here in many cases they drive right 
past exits for Galveston and Corpus Christi and other towns 
along the beach area. They come here and they come here 
because we don't have the industry and the pollution that 
those other places do. They pass right by Corpus Christi, 
three hours they're drive could be done three hours 

instead they come here. 

They come here because our water is relatively 
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25 huge industry and the tall buildings they feel like they 
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problem. 


I 


them. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 


10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

for 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

or 

23 


really have a getaway. Our water here is already a 

LNG will make it worse. 

Some may think it is acceptable levels of 
pollutants. I would urge you to be the person who's 
drinking the water or in our case not drinking the water. 

have rental units, I need to provide bottled water for 

We have filtered water in our restaurants, it's already a 
problem. 

There is no question there will be air and water 
pollution. The question is what are the levels and what is 
acceptable and what is acceptable to whom. It's not 
acceptable to me, it's not acceptable to the residents in 
this area. 

In addition to we will have an effect from that 
pollution both in the first year and every year thereafter. 
Safety is another issue. I realize that they're doing what 
they can to keep it safe, however, there is only one way 

me to get off that island in case there's a problem. I'm 
within several miles, I have to cross the Queen Isabella 
causeway, it is the only way across and off the island and 
unfortunately it's over the causeway towards the problem. 

We would be driving directly towards any blast 

any problem that occurs or any leakage or spillage or 
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25 there. I have a friend with asthma, he's a singer 


right 
If the 
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11 

air quality is any worse he will have to leave. We'll lose 
residents, there are studies — in fact we've had people 
before discuss the problems this has on children's health 
and on anyone who is not fully developed yet, those 

are even stronger and worse and harder than they are on 
adults. 

Getting to the natural area and habitat — I 
moved here because it was a beautiful, relatively pristine 
area where there was tourism, yes, there was fishing, there 
were people out playing on the water in all kinds of 
different ways. That's going to be reduced. 

The traffic of the tankers will be an eyesore 

it will be a problem for boaters who go out both early in 
the mornings for fishing and coming back. It will be a 
problem for tourism boats. We have a lot of boats who go 
out on dolphin watches, we have a lot of fishing boats just 
by the day. We have a lot of people who just go out joy 
riding in the boats and now all of a sudden we are going to 
have tankers going back and forth every single day in the 
channel that we've enjoyed. I think that will reduce the 
tourism. 

I think a lot fewer people will come here 

of that which means ultimately fewer jobs. We have a lot 
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25 the natural beauty in a lot of the areas. In reading the 
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1 materials it looks like they are not going to provide equal 

2 areas to fix what they're ruining. 

3 I know that they are going to provide some jobs 

4 but it's not nearly the amount of jobs that we are going to 

5 lose ultimately from this. I believe our current 

6 administration is in there because of increased jobs and 

the 

7 promises of increased jobs. So I am appealing to you on 

8 that current that I truly believe we will have a net loss 
of 

9 jobs if this is allowed to come here. 

10 We are also one of the worst areas as far as 

11 getting good premium healthcare, so if you add all these 

12 detriments to our health in the air, in the water and then 

13 the potential problems of explosions, leaks, other things - 

14 we do not have the kind of healthcare a major city would 

15 have. We are one of the poorest areas of the country and I 

16 feel like this is being pushed on us because we are one of 

17 the poorest areas in the country. 

18 They can easily build this somewhere else. 

There 

19 is land where it's already not pristine. There are many 

20 dirty sites that this could be built on including some in 

21 Corpus Christi, so I really think that those are the places 

22 that this should be. If it is built here, our health will 

23 decline. It will be years before we see the cumulative 
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1 There are already many other sites this thing 

2 could go. I urge that you please say no to LNG and no to 

3 the pipelines coming here. Thank you for your time. 

4 MS. HANCE: My name is Andrea Hance, it's 

5 A-n-d-r-e-a H-a-n-c-e. My title if you need it, I'm the 

6 Executive Director of the Texas Shrimp Association. 

7 So we have a few concerns that I'd like to bring 

8 up. First of all we obviously are concerned about any 

9 environmental impacts and I do realize that there are some 

10 studies that either are currently being conducted or they 

11 will in the near future but obviously that's our number 1 

12 concern is any effects on the estuaries, the water 

13 temperatures, and probably things that I'm not even aware 

14 because I'm not a marine biologist, so that's our first 

15 concern. 

16 Our second concern would be the use of the 

17 channel. So the vessel traffic — are we going to be 

18 easily, are we going to be allowed to basically come and go 

19 as need be or are we going to be limited to certain hours? 

20 We obviously need to make sure that our ships can flow in 

21 freely, you know, obviously if there's any negative — if 

22 we're effected negatively on that we'd like to have some 

23 form of compensation and then the other area we want to 

24 sure that with these facilities will it increase the level 


make 
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1 So in other words, we get boarded every now and then from 

2 the Coast Guard or any law enforcement agency, they can 

3 board our boats. 

4 And we just want to make sure that this is not 

5 going to increase our working together — I guess the 

number 

6 of boardings so to speak. We want to make sure 

7 security-wise they're not out there boarding our boats 

every 

8 single time the boat comes in or out. 

9 I guess the fourth concern is obviously tourism, 

10 so we've really vamped up the tourism down at the Port of 

11 Brownsville by the winter Texan tourists and actually the 

12 Texas Shrimp Association is actually working with a grant 
to 

13 assist with increasing the tourism and we run anywhere from 

14 5 to 7,000 people through in a month and a half and 

15 obviously timing-wise that's going to revert back to you 

16 know, the ships need to be there at a certain time. 

17 I know one of my fellow shrimpers they work in 

18 the tourism industry and they have to make sure the ships 

19 are there at a certain time in order to feed the consumer - 

20 feed the tourist. And those are just touching upon I guess 

21 the four or five issues that we're having a problem with. 

22 I guess the other thing I'd like to bring up is 

23 kind of the fear of the unknown. What happens if and/or 
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1 that I think that's all that I'd like to bring up. 

2 MS. BURNELL: Nytah, N-y-t-a-h Burnell. I quote 

3 from an article in the Monitor, "The U.S. Coast Guard 

4 assesses these hazards and determines critical areas and 

5 waterway suitability Hightower said. 

6 The speed limit is one way to minimize the 

7 severity of an accident, there are a lot of things the 

Coast 

8 Guard can draw on to reduce the likelihood of a breach and 

9 thus the hazard to the public, Hightower said. 

10 It changes depending on the waterway what 

11 industries, community center and residential areas, but 

it' s 

12 still best to be as far away from populated areas as 

13 possible like the Cheniere Testa Levine and Sabine Pass, 

14 Louisiana." 

15 If the Federal Energy Regulation Commission 

16 provided these provisions for the Cheniere Facility, what 
is 

17 the difference for our area? I am currently living less 

18 than 100 yards from the waterway in question. I would 

19 appreciate the same considerations. 

20 Bullet points for comments to FERC on Rio-Grande 

21 LNG Draft Environmental Impact Statement — the Draft 

22 Environmental Impact Statement is incomplete. There is a 

23 long list of important information that FERC is requesting 

24 from Rio Grande. 
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Before the end of the comment period, how is the 
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1 public supposed to comment on information that isn't there? 

2 The comment deadline should be extended for at least 2 

weeks 

3 after all the required information is submitted and made 

4 public. The mitigation plan is grossly inadequate. 

5 There is no mitigation plan for the Upland, Loma 

6 and brush habitat that will be destroyed. For the wetlands 

7 that will be built in — excuse me, they proposed 

preserving 

8 an area that is already under Fish and Wildlife Service 

9 Protection and Management — that does not mean in full 

10 mitigation. 

11 The Wetlands Mitigation Plan as proposed will 

12 violate the No Net Loss Federal Policy. The need for this 

13 project has not been demonstrated. There are no buyers for 

14 the LNG, no binding contracts for a project with so many 

15 negative impacts, unequivocal need for the product of each 

16 town. 

17 There is no analysis of the impacts to both the 

18 bait shrimping industry which relies on the BSC nor on the 

19 off-shore shrimping industry which relies ready access to 

20 the BSC to get to and from the Gulf. 

21 The DEIS says that of the 36 — 3,655 acres that 

22 would be disturbed during construction, 1,507 acres would 

23 return to pre-construction conditions and use including 

24 wetlands. After literally years of construction and 
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19 

impacts 

20 

the 

21 

22 
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24 


terminal area. 

FERC should require Uplands mitigation for this 
loss. Dredging impacts on the Bahia Grande and South Bay 
need to be examined. Sea grasses and oyster beds can be 
affected by even mild dredged soil deposition. 

Using wetlands for work space and roads is 
unacceptable. The likelihood of their returning to their 
original state after several years of heavy construction is 
almost non-existent. The DEIS says that 74 acres of 
wildlife habitat will be permanently destroyed at the 
terminal site. 

There is no mention of how this loss will be 
replaced or mitigated. A moderate permanent impact on 

wildlife is not acceptable. The DEIS states that wetlands 
that channel and mud flaps at the terminal site are 
essential fish habitat, yet it appears no study has been 
done on the fish and vented resources in the channel at the 
project site. 

Without that data, how can you assess the 

of the extensive dredging, pile driving and operation of 

project. The DEIS states that this project has the 
potential to result in significant impacts on ocelot and 
ocelot recovery for an area that has so few ocelot and so 
little ocelot habitat, this is reason to deny the permit. 
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The DEIS states that there would be moderate 
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1 impacts of this upon the boat launch area. There would be 

2 even greater impacts onto fish in the restoration channel 

3 which nearly abuts the Rio Grande LNG site. This needs to 

4 be addressed and included. 

5 The DEIS states there will be 92.9 million in 

6 property taxes paid over 22 years which will result in a 

7 moderate, permanent and positive economic impact. This 

8 averages 4.2 million per year which has to cover increased 

9 school costs, construction, repair of roads, 

10 infrastructure, fire, police, EMS and other services. 

11 Taxpayers will likely be paying more than 2 

12 million per year and is FERC considering that with every 

13 year of operation the taxable value of the project will be 

14 depreciating. 

15 MS. MCBRIDGE: My name is Jennie McBride and 

16 J-e-n-n-i-e M-c-B-r-i-d-e, McBride. Well I don't know if 

17 they know anything about the fact that there's an island 

18 very near here, it's called Long Island Village and it has 

19 community of about 2,500 sometimes more, sometimes less 

20 residents and its located just 1.7 miles southeast of the 

21 proposed LNG plant, especially Texas LNG. 

22 Our community was created with a resort-like 

23 atmosphere with many outdoor activities like golfing and 

24 fishing, swimming and most of the owners there including 
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1 respiratory systems, compromised immune systems and 

2 cardiopulmonary problems. 

3 The proposed LNG project would negatively impact 

4 — I'm a little nervous, impact my community's health, the 

5 health that everybody that lives in Long Island Village and 

6 Port Isabel because of the harmful emissions and I've 

7 already read some of the things that have come out that 

8 there are harmful emissions and we're directly south, 

9 southeast from these plants so it will come right down the 

10 ship channel and right into our village. 

11 Many of us would have to sell and move. The LNG 

12 tanker ships used to transport the gas represent another 

13 hazard. We are just one-half mile from where these tanker 

14 ships will pass through on the Brownsville Ship Channel 

well 

15 within the extreme danger zone. 

16 I really wish somebody from FERC would come out 

17 and just look at what I'm talking about and see Long Island 

18 Village and our proximity to what you're proposing doing 

out 

19 there or the companies are proposing doing. 

20 Should there be an incident at the LNG plant or 

21 on a tanker ship our ability to evacuate is compromised by 

22 the fact that there's only one escape route and that is an 

23 old swing bridge that was built in the 1950's. This bridge 

24 is frequently closed to vehicular traffic so when it opens 
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1 fishing boats, shrimping boats, all of that and then we 

2 can't get off the island when it's opened up for the boat 

3 traffic. 

4 If there was an incident we could be trapped on 

5 the island with no place to get off, no way to get off, 

6 that's our only escape. So these proposed LNG plants are 

7 miles away from Brownsville Ship Channel or Brownsville, 

the 

8 city, but they're sitting right on top of our beautiful 

9 coastal communities. 

10 The residents of Long Island Village came here 
to 

11 get away from pollutants, of big cities and factories. 

12 Please consider saying no to the Rio Grande LNG Plant, the 

13 Texas LNG Plant and Nova. Don't make another — doom 

14 another coastal community. It also, I know it will kill 

the 

15 shrimping industry down here, it will kill the fishing 

16 industry. 

17 I mean everybody fishes in South Bay and they 

18 won't be able to get there because with three LNG plants 

19 there's going to be all these tankers coming down the 

20 waterway, nobody will be able to get out there and fish. 

21 It's a very bad situation for the people that live in this 

22 area, and that's about it. 

23 MR. MCBRIDE: My name is Ed McBride, the last 

24 name is spelled M-c-B-r-i-d-e. I'm a resident of Long 
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Ship Channel and the Intracoastal Waterway and we're about 

mile — 1.7 miles southeast of the proposed LNG export 
terminal and which puts us in their blast zone. 

Also the prevailing winds are from that 

and so it also puts us in their pollutant zone and we feel 
like we were never considered when the LNG plants were 

built. All the things we saw were this far from 

or this far from downtown Brownsville and they're so much 
closer to our island than to Brownsville Island and I'm a 
retired Captain with the — from the Colorado Fire 
Department and a veteran from Vietnam and I'm a taxpaying 
citizen of Texas. 

And I feel like those people that make the 
decisions whether or not to build these plants should take 
into consideration our proximity and the dangers that we 
face on a day-to-day basis if they put the plant in or if 
those large shipping barges go past our island every day, 
okay. 

MS. TSCHIRHART: My name is Gail Tschirhart and 
my last name is T (as in Tom), s (as in Sam) c-h-i-r-h-a-r- 

and G-a-i-1 for my first name. 

Okay my main concern is that I live on Long 
Island Village and there are several concerns with that. 
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1 concerned about the pollution that's going to be coming our 

2 way due to the main direction of the wind from that plant. 

3 I'm also concerned about the wildlife. We have 
a 

4 refugee refuse out there, wildlife refuge and they will be 

5 taking part of that away from us and what the impact will 
be 

6 on the animals is a concern. 

7 The other one is that with the people on Long 

8 Island Village most of us are older, retired people with 

9 health issues and the pollutants coming our way I'm worried 

10 that it will affect them. And the last one is that we do 

11 live on an island that has an old swing bridge — that's 

our 

12 only way on and off that island and the swing bridge was 

13 built in the '50's. 

14 If something happened and the bridge was open, 
we 

15 would be trapped on the island if there was an explosion or 

16 anything else that happened. That's it. 

17 MR. VALDEZ: My name is Rene Valdez, R-e-n-e 

last 

18 name Valdez, V-a-l-d-e-z. So again my name is Rene Valdez, 

19 I am a resident of Laguna Vista and I work on South Padre 

20 Island and I wanted to make my comments known that I am for 

21 the project or all the projects with the natural gas coming 

22 to the area. Being a former Point Isabel independent 


school 
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24 member I would have been in full support of the project and 

25 also I would hope that all the other Board members would be 
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these 


good 


for 

my 


1 in support of the project as well. 

2 One of the things that I'm looking forward to is 

3 the types of jobs that this would bring to our area. I am 

4 the father of three children and one of those children has 

5 his heart set on being a mechanical engineer and so those 

6 types of jobs around this area are non-existent and so 

7 types of projects would bring those jobs to our area — 

8 paying jobs that he could get here locally as opposed to 

9 having to go to another city, away or around the country or 

10 anywhere else. 

11 So I just wanted to be known and go on record as 

12 saying that I am for the project and I hope that they get 

13 the qualifications that they need to start construction and 

14 open up very, very soon. 

15 MS. BRANCH: Mary Branch, B-r-a-n-c-h. I wanted 

16 to address the Environmental Impact as my primary reason 

17 being against these projects and hope that FERC considers 

18 comments which the Bahia Grande unit will be affected which 

19 now part of the Laguna Atascosa National Wildlife Refuge. 

20 Historically the wetlands of the Bahia Grande 

21 Unit served as a very important nursery for a wide variety 

22 of fish and shellfish and wintering winter fowl and 

23 waterfowl that had natural title flow between the Bahia 
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25 construction projects in the 1930's and the 1950's. 
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1 For 70 years this degraded wetland was a source 

2 of blowing dust, a site of massive fish kills and a 

3 complicated natural resource problem. Today Bahia Grande 
is 

4 considered one of the largest and most successful coastal 

5 wetland restoration projects in the United States. 

6 The Laguna Atascosa National Wildlife Refuge 

7 acquired this Bahia Grande unit, 21,700 acres, located 

8 between the towns of Laguna Vista and Brownsville, Texas. 

9 Almost half of the unit is wetlands including the 6,500 

acre 

10 Bahia Grande Basin for which the tract of land was named. 

11 This is now with the — in 2007 everything has 

12 been restored. They cut in new channels and waters to make 

13 the tidal flows exchange throughout the whole system so now 

14 we have the Laguna Margate and the Little Laguna Madre. 

15 While more work still remains, we have these 

16 10,000 acres of wetland that is vitally rehabilitated for 

17 habitat, wildlife and fisheries. We've improved 

18 environmental positions in surrounding communities that 

were 

19 previously affected by blowing dust and have provided 

20 opportunities for recreation and environmental education 

21 and contribute to the local economy through increased 

nature 

22 and eco-tourism. 

23 The partnership of more than 65 groups has made 
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1 awards. The hydrology is now restored. This highly 

2 affected lagoon system is once again an important nursery 

3 for fin fish such as redro, shellfish, shrimp, blue crab. 

4 The interior islands are attracting breeding 

5 water birds, gull billed terns, skimmers and most recently 

6 the first nesting pair of pelicans — brown pelicans in 

7 South Texas since the 1920's. The next phase needs to 

8 happen and we do not need it degraded by the 7 year 

9 construction plan of these plants and terminals to export 
an 

10 industry that is struggling for advocacy and there is no 

11 reason for that to be placed here or for these contracts to 

12 be approved. 

13 The Laguna Atascosa National Wildlife Refuge is 

14 the largest protected area of natural habitat left in the 

15 lower Rio Grande Valley. Its 98,000 acres located almost 

16 entirely in Cameron County. The Peregrine Fund began 

17 introducing captive bred northern aplomado falcons to the 

18 refuge in 1985, they had been nearly extinct in the 

19 Southwestern United States. 

20 Now we're home to 40 pairs. 9 other endangered 

21 or threatened species inhabit this refuge — the Texas 

22 ocelot, the Gulf Coast Jaguarundi and other rare wild cats 

23 and biologists just now tracked one female ocelot and found 

24 her den and a baby kitten weighing less than one pound is 

25 now in our refuge. 
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1 The birds — oh my gosh, the Laguna Atascosa 

2 National Wildlife Refuge is a designated Western Hemisphere 

3 shore bird reserve network. There's very few of those — 

4 it's for the whole western hemisphere. 

5 These two sites along with the Rancho Rincon de 

6 Anachuitas in Mexico — these two sites make up the first 

7 bi-national sites within the western hemisphere that 

8 together host 100,000 shore birds annually. 

9 Their mission is to conserve shore birds, their 

10 habitats through — and their habitats through a network of 

11 key sites across the Americas protecting birds as they 

12 migrate across international borders is a conservation 

13 priority that requires coordinated efforts among countries. 

14 This refuge is host or home to an incredible 

15 diversity of migrating birds that funnel through the tip of 

16 Texas in an effort to avoid flying too far east over the 

17 Gulf Coast or too far west over the desert. In addition, 

18 many southern species of wildlife reach their northernmost 

19 range when they hit the Rio Grande. 

20 Butterflies — this is home to 130 documented 

21 species. In closing, the unique convergence of the 

22 temperate climate, sub-tropical coastal and Chihuahuan 

23 Desert habitats in this region supports habitat diversity 

24 which today includes 450 plant species and the list is 

25 growing. 
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1 I have seen nothing in the 700-page DEIS that 

2 FERC has put out that addresses any of this. I have not 

3 seen comments from U.S. Fish and Wildlife, the Corps of 

4 Engineers, any of the environmental or conservation groups. 

5 I am very much opposed to it and I think besides the safety 

6 portion of it — that it is going to be a travesty to our 

7 community and our environment. 

8 MR. BATHURST: My name is James Bathurst, it's 

9 J-a-m-e-s B-a-t-h-u-r-s-t. I'm a 20-year resident here in 

10 Port Isabel. I'm very much opposed to the LNG projects. 

11 I'm also a licensed master boat captain, I don't do any 

12 commercial work down here but I have done in many other 

13 places. 

14 I understand what happens when these ships come 

15 and go. And we bought in this area and moved here because 

16 of the spectacular environment and the boating 

17 opportunities. And nobody seems to be able to give an 

18 accurate representation of how many ships will be coming 

and 

19 going. I've heard that if all three of these entities are 

20 — come to fruition that there may be 10 ships a week 

having 

21 dealt with and worked with the U.S. Coast Guard on many 

22 occasions. 

23 In other places its 500 yards laterally, 1,000 

24 yards fore and aft for a no-go zone around the ships. The 
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1 effectively cuts off the Ship Channel to any traffic being 

2 able to access either Port of Brownsville or from that 

3 direction heading east into the Gulf of Mexico. 

4 When we first came to this area the number 1 

5 industry here was shrimping — it's now been moved down a 

6 notch with tourism but we have one of the most beautiful 

7 pristine beaches along the Gulf Coast. I saw what happened 

8 with the oil spill further north along the Gulf Coast with 

9 10 ships per week coming and going. 

10 There will at some point, be some sort of an 

11 incident. It'd be great to think that it's not going to 

12 happen but it would decimate our local economy way worse 

13 than the collapse of the Queen Isabella Causeway did. 

14 Anyway, it's my home is approximately 1.8 miles 

15 from where one of these plants is destined and the thought 

16 of something that can pollute the waters will absolutely no 

17 question about it, be light pollution at night, there will 

18 be noise involved, there will be heavy traffic coming and 

19 going. 

20 I'm not just some old fart who is saying, "Not 

21 my backyard," this area is too spectacular to sell it away 

22 for essentially an under-utilized concept at this point. 

23 When they talk about the jobs that this will bring that is 

24 just insane to think that those jobs could replace all of 
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incident happens here and that all goes away. 

I'm — I guess I can't be more emphatic about 
what a blight this is. From a personal point of view I'm 
sure it will clean my property values. Well I'm an old 

probably not going to happen while I'm still around so but 

think about my heirs and I think about people who would be 
coming to make use of this area or to move here and the 

is showing nice growth and to bring in this kind of 
industrial so close to where people are living is — I 
just, I am stunned that it's even a consideration. 

30 seconds — I think I've probably said enough. 
I'm just angry about it and I'm sorry that you have to 
listen to this repeatedly, you seem like a very nice man. 

MS. POYTHRESS: My name is Marianne Poythress. 
Marianne is spelled M-a-r-i-a-n-n-e and Poythress is 
P-o-y-t-h-r-e-s-s. Alright so I'm going to do two. So let 
me start with Rio Grande. 

So first the Draft Environmental Impact 

is incomplete, it's a long list of information that FERC is 
requesting from Rio Grande before the end of the comment 
period. So my question is obviously somebody is doing a 
shoddy job here, how's the public supposed to respond to 
information that isn't present yet? 
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1 — that will be destroyed. The wetlands — that will be 

2 filled in, they propose preserving an area that's already 

3 under the Fish and Wildlife Service Protection and 

4 Management. 

5 This is not a meaningful mitigation. The next 

6 point is I have health issues and if Rio Grande is built it 

7 will be the largest single stationary source of nitrogen 

8 oxide, carbon monoxide, VOC's, sulfur dioxide, particulate 

9 matter, greenhouse gases in the Rio Grande Valley. 

10 All these things will be blowing directly on me. 

11 I live on the — from the prevailing winds, from their 

12 facility and I will be breathing that. The DEIS states 

that 

13 project emissions are below applicable screening levels and 

14 therefore adverse health effects are not expected. 

15 I disagree, the higher air pollutants level 

16 affect — have more adverse health effects, especially a 

17 vulnerable population like me. I'm going to feel every one 

18 of those particulates and stuff blowing in the air. In 

19 April and May there are days when the RGB has some of the 

20 highest particular levels in the state and this project 

21 would worsen those levels and there's no safe level for 

22 VOC's. 

23 The cumulative emissions of greenhouse gases 

24 would be massive. 10.7 trillion tons per year with the Rio 

25 Grande being by far the largest contributor and this would 
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1 continue for 20 to 30 years or longer. During a time when 

2 we need to be reducing carbon emissions drastically, this 

3 project if built and approved would move us in the opposite 

4 direction and that's the Rio Grande's contribution to the 

5 cumulative impact on climate change and cannot be precisely 

6 measured and there's no reason for FERC to wash its hands 

7 it. FERC should require a carbon capture and deny the 

8 permit. 

9 The Valley Crossing Pipeline already goes under 

10 the Rio Grande terminal site. We do not think it's safe to 

11 build an LNG liquefaction terminal over a large buried 

12 high-pressure natural gas pipeline, even if the risk of 

13 rupture is low. 

14 The SpaceX launch site at Boca Chica is 5 miles 

15 from their terminal site, where is the launch failure 

16 analysis? Did this analysis include SpaceX BFR which will 

17 be larger than any existing rocket and is what SpaceX says 

18 they intend to use at the Boca Chica site. 

19 The DEIS says the greatest cumulative impacts 

20 would be on soil, surface water quality, vegetation, 

21 wildlife, aquatic resources, threatened and endangered 

22 species, visual resources, land and water based 

23 transportation, air quality and noise. These are more than 

24 sufficient for what — these are more than sufficient 

25 reasons to deny this permit. 
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1 Okay now onto Texas. Alright for the Texas LNG 

2 the Draft Environmental Impact Statement is incomplete, 

3 there's a long list of information that FERC is requesting 

4 from Texas LNG before the end of the comment period. 

5 How is the public supposed to comment on 

6 information that isn't there? The mitigation plan is 

7 inadequate, there's no mitigation plan for destroyed Loma - 

8 Loma del Mosquite in Loma del Draga in the brush habitat 

for 

9 the wetlands. 

10 Texas LNG proposes mitigation of the Loma 

11 Ecological Preserve, an area that is already under the Fish 

12 and Wildlife Surface Protection and Management. This is 

not 

13 a meaningful mitigation. 

14 Texas LNG would be a large single stationary 

15 source of nitrogen oxide, carbon monoxide, VOC's, sulfur 

16 dioxide, particulate matter and greenhouse gases in the Rio 

17 Grande Valley. The higher air pollutant's levels, the more 

18 diverse health affects there are, especially to vulnerable 

19 populations. 

20 I am one of those populations. I suffer from 

21 respiratory problems that cause all sorts of complications 

22 for me and so I'm very concerned about this. In April and 

23 May there are days when the RGB has some high particular 
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1 there's no safe level for VOC's. The leading climate 

change 

2 scientists believe that these elevated levels of greenhouse 

3 gases are the primary cause of warming from the global 

4 climate system. These existing and future global emissions 

5 of greenhouse gases unless significantly curtailed have the 

6 potential to cause further warming and changes to the 

local, 

7 regional and global climate systems. 

8 The impacts of SpaceX on LNG operations and LNG 

9 operations on SpaceX must be fully analyzed before 

10 permitting LNG. Analysis of the impacts after construction 

11 is not in the public interest. It is also not clear if the 

12 SpaceX study included the BFR which is now the rocket 

13 proposed to be launched at the SpaceX Boca Chica facility. 

14 Texas LNG proposed to acquire gas from 

15 non-jurisdictional Texas LNG lateral which will connect to 

16 the Valley Crossing Pipeline. Texas LNG has not identified 

17 the company who would construct the pipeline. 

18 Valley Crossing multiple times has communicated 

19 to FERC that it will not be associated with providing gas 
to 

20 LNG terminals, nor has Valley Crossing communicated any 

21 changes to their design with connections to LNG projects. 

22 Before issuance of a permit their plan to acquire gas in 

23 agreements with Valley Crossing should be verified and 

24 detailed and project planned in the DEIS and available for 
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1 The Texas LNG DEIS indicates the greatest 

2 cumulative impact beyond surface water resources, ocelot 

3 habitat, visual resources and operational noise. These are 

4 more than sufficient reasons to deny a permit. 

5 Once again I am a resident directly in line of 

6 receiving all of the junk that they put out and I don't 

want 

7 it and it doesn't do the community any good. Thank you. 

8 MR. BOWARD: My name is Glenn Boward, spelled 

9 G-e-1, I'm sorry let's try it again, G-l-e-n-n B-o-w-a-r-d. 

10 I ask FERC to deny Rio Grande LNG's request for 

11 authorization to construct and operated liquefied natural 

12 gas facilities in Cameron County, Texas and Rio Bravo 

13 Pipeline's request to construct, operate and maintain a new 

14 pipeline system in Jim Wells, Kelberg, Kenedy, Willacy and 

15 Cameron County Texas. 

16 FERC's opening letter of the Draft EIS to Rio 

17 Grande LNG clearly justifies reasons to deny Rio Grande 

18 LNG's request for authorization. I quote, "The FERC staff 

19 concludes that construction and operation of the Rio Grande 

20 LNG Project would result in some adverse environmental 

21 impacts." 

22 And combined with other projects within the 

23 geographic scope, Rio Grande LNG Project, "Would result in 

24 certain, significant, cumulate impacts." From the Draft 

25 EIS's opening letter it appears that FERC has enough 
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1 information to outright deny Rio Grande LNG's request for 

2 authorization but I offer the following additional reasons: 

3 The Draft EIS is simply incomplete. FERC 

4 reviewed and found unacceptable Rio Grande LNG's request 

for 

5 additional alternative measures from FERC procedures, FERC 

6 recommended Rio Grande LNG file an updated project 

7 justification for their proposed use of certain wetlands as 

8 "work spaces," prior to the end of the Draft EIS comment 

9 period. 

10 FERC should deny the permit if Rio Grande LNG 

11 does not comply with their request. How can FERC justify a 

12 deadline for public comments when important information is 

13 excluded? Until Rio Grande LNG complies with FERC's 

request 

14 and such important information is made public, I recommend 

15 that the deadline for public comments be extended a minimum 

16 of 2 weeks after Rio Grande LNG compliance to FERC's 

request 

17 is made public. 

18 Rio Grande LNG has proposed a flagrantly 

19 insufficient mitigation plan. Rio Grande LNG proposed to 

20 preserve an area that is already under U.S. Fish and 

21 Wildlife Service Protection and Management. 

22 As proposed by Rio Grande LNG, the mitigation 

23 plan violates the No Net Loss Federal Policy. The Draft 


EIS 
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1 how this loss will be replaced or mitigated. 

2 A "moderate, permanent impact," on local 

wildlife 

3 is unacceptable. How can FERC ignore such flagrantly 

4 insufficient mitigation plan? The Draft EIS notes that 

5 3,655 acres would be disturbed during the construction and 

6 1,507 acres would return to pre-construction conditions and 

7 uses including wetlands. 

8 This seems highly improbable, especially in the 

9 proposed terminal area. To compensate for this loss FERC 

10 should require Upland mitigation. Using wetlands for work 

11 space and roads is unacceptable. Returning work space 

12 wetlands to preconstruction conditions and uses after 

13 several years of heavy construction is highly unlikely. 

14 There needs to be a study on the impact that the 

15 proposed dredging would have on existing sea grass and 

16 oyster beds in the Bahia Grande and South Bay, such areas 

17 are highly vulnerable to a small degree of dredged soil 

18 deposition. FERC should request such a study. 

19 The Draft EIS states that the Rio Grande LNG 

20 Project "has the potential to result in significant impacts 

21 on ocelot and ocelot recovery." Given the ocelot 
population 

22 and habitat has greatly been reduced in this area, this is 

23 another reason for FERC to deny the project. 

24 If Rio Grande LNG is built, it would be the 
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1 monoxides, volatile organic compounds, sulfur dioxide, 

2 particulate matter and greenhouse gases in the Rio Grande 

3 Valley. 

4 The Draft EIS states project emissions are below 

5 applicable screening levels and therefore adverse health 

6 effects are not expected — I disagree. 

7 DR. SEMBLER: Okay my name is Doctor Shelly 

8 Sembler, and I live in Laguna Heights which is — 

9 S-e-m-b-l-e-r. I live in Port Isabel which lies between 

10 Laguna Vista and Port Isabel and this is the second time 

11 reporting to you know, verbal statement because we — in 

our 

12 area, in South Padre Island, Port Isabel, Laguna Vista, we 

13 don't want this facility coming because it will be a loss 

14 value of our property which is already decreasing. 

15 It was on its way up and then LNG announced that 

16 it was coming and the property values plateaued and now 

17 they're heading downward and its — we're — that's very 

18 important to our area. Also, we're a tourist area, we 

19 depend on the cleanliness of our beaches and our water and 

20 that will change radically with this facility coming. 

21 And that's beside all the impact of the people 

22 who come to look at the birds and the ocelots and the 

23 unusual sea life that's here, the turtles. We are a 

24 area and we attract people who come from all over the world 


tourist 
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1 that they're going to not just vacation but come and live 

2 here and so the South Padre Island, the values of the 

3 properties there — they're not selling anymore. 

4 People are sort of upset and worried because the 

5 value has plateaued and then it's beginning to slide 

6 downward, so that's a lot of it. And then there's also the 

7 fact that business-wise because we are a tourist company, 

8 tourist area, our tourists will disappear because people 

9 won't want to come to do the touristy things, the beaches 

10 and the water and taking the tours there, they won't want 

to 

11 because the gas and oil is going to change the air quality 

12 here and also the water quality. 

13 Right now we only have to deal with I think 

three 

14 airports and four dumps, that's what impacts our air 

quality 

15 right now. And this is going to change us so that instead 

16 of dealing with three airports, we'll now have to deal with 

17 the same environmental loss of sorry, the poor air quality 

18 as though we had 10 airports and 25 dumps. 

19 And that's ridiculous that people come here to 

20 have longer life and all of that is going to change and it 

21 will decrease the quality of our life. Let me think, the 

22 other thing is when the ships are coming in and out of the 

23 channel, the channel has to close down because it's a 


danger 
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so all of that affects our lives and the loss of business 

just — I'm very concerned about that and I think that's 
something I understand it's not an environmental impact 
exactly except as we lose our environment, our excellent 
quality of environment, the reason that people come here 
will be lost. 

And so people who come and have worked here for 
years, generations they won't be able to continue to live 
here because their jobs will be gone. It seems to me that 
it would be much smarter if the port and the environment 

something to help boost the tourist — thank you, that 

help boosts the tourist business instead of a loss of it 

that's what I would hope that you all would pay a lot of 
attention to that and thank you very much for listening to 
my comments, I appreciate it. 

MS. WARD: Joanna, J-o-a-n-n-a Ward, W-a-r-d. I 
live in Laguna Vista and I came here because of the 

area to retire. I've met a lot of people here and 
discovered the multi-million dollar eco-tourism industry 
that we have here that is growing. My community tripled 
since I moved here 10 years ago and the winter it triples 
even more every year now. 

We have millions that just came for eco-tourism 
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1 in North America right across from — right across the area 

2 where Rio Grande LNG is planning to build and the toxins 

3 that they will put into that air and the money that this 

4 project will take away from people that have been here for 

5 generations with their businesses is criminal really, I 

6 think it's just unethical. 

7 And another concern is people aren't going to 

8 want to come here because of the safety with these 

9 industrial polluters. We need to see standards that are 

10 developed for having a LNG export facility so near to a 

11 community, 2.2 miles from the Rio Grande. 

12 They don't even have the newest standards 

13 developed yet for the larger ships exporting ships and for 

14 the larger storage tanks. And we know leaks happen all the 

15 time, you can't smell them, you can't see them and they can 

16 get ignited, so there's the safety of the community's — 

how 

17 close can a community live and be safe? 

18 And then there's the shrimping industry and 

19 what's that going to do to that business? The shrimping 

20 industry sends — it's known, this is Gulf shrimp it's 

21 shipped all over, it's a big industry, so I'm very 

concerned 

22 about the shipping industry. I love wild shrimp. So many 

23 people I know up north get it from down here. 

24 So I'm concerned about the businesses that are 
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pollutants and you're going to affect what attracts the 
eco-tourism, the ocelots, the endangered birds and the 
aplomado falcon — all these other things. 

So and I don't know how we can probably get all 
of our facts in to make our comments without having all of 
the data. How are they going to mitigate? We don't even 
have the details of the mitigation? I mean how — 

you can't build on wetlands, we can't build houses on 
wetlands, now they're going to build over these wetlands 

we don't even know. 

I mean we have endangered turtles. Once the 
turtles go, then there goes the sea grass. I mean you're 
not thinking about now and the future and of course our 
President has money in the fossil fuel industry and Perry 
and Abbott were bought by the fossil fuel industry, so the 
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality is just to get 
their permits, not to worry about the communities around 
them — we're collateral damage because we're poor, not me, 
but I'm getting out of here as soon as the permit is 

I'm gone, I'm selling my house. 

This is my childhood dream to come to a clean, 
beautiful beach, an area where I can afford to live and 
enjoy clean air and clean water and that's going to be gone 
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1 darn sure of that, they're going to leave them up in the 

2 woodlands. 

3 MS. PENA: It's Marta, M-a-r-t-a Elena, E-l-e-n- 

4 Pena. So underneath the proposed action for Texas LNG they 

5 state, "Texas LNG plans to initiate construction of Phase 1 

6 upon receipt of all required authorizations and Phase 2 — 

7 once a customer for the production enters into a long-term 

8 tolling agreement that is sufficient to support the 

9 financing of the Phase 2 construction cost." 

10 My comment to that is this statement confirms 

11 that a long-term agreement and/or business partner has not 

12 been secured by Texas LNG to purchase their product. Over 

13 650 acres of environmentally sensitive land would be 

14 irreversibly destroyed to make way for an LNG project 

15 without a buyer. 

16 Wildlife and aquatic resources — the proposed 

17 project site is across State Highway 48 but approximately 

18 200 feet from the Laguna Atascosa National Wildlife Refuge 

19 this is stated in the Texas LNG DEIS. My statement to that 

20 is the DEIS concludes that the construction and operating 

21 Texas LNG would not have a significant impact on wildlife 

22 resources based on noise and light only — based on noise 

23 and light only. 

24 The DEIS fails to mention the potential negative 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 


25 impacts on native flora and fauna, if an accident or blast 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 


43 


1 were to occur, reports of accidents at operating LNG 

2 facilities have been reported with a vehicle radius 

3 measuring .75 miles. The DEIS does not mention closer 

4 communities such as the — it does mention Port Isabel but 

5 it doesn't mention other communities that are within that 

6 very close radius of the proposed site. 

7 Threatened and endangered species — the Texas 

8 LNG DEIS states, "We conclude that the project is not 

likely 

9 to adversely affect federally listed species including the 

10 ocelot," — my response to that is the ocelot has been 

11 protected since 1982 under the Endangered Species Act or 

12 ESA. There are an estimated 50 remaining ocelots in the 

13 United States and they're all right here in South Texas. 

14 Loss of habitat is the number 1 reason for their 

15 decline. Ocelots are nocturnal and like under the cover of 

16 darkness meaning noise and light would negatively impact 

17 their ability to fly. ESA Section 9 makes it unlawful for 

18 anyone to take a listed animal and this includes 

19 significantly modifying its habitat, that's ESA Section 9. 

20 The Texas part — the DEIS also states that the 

21 Texas Park and Wildlife Department is particularly 

22 with Texas tortoises and has recommended that Texas LNG 

23 develop a plan for the capture and relocation of Tortoises 

24 prior to construction. 


concerned 
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My response to that is a plan has not been 
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1 developed that outlines the safety of the Texas tortoise 

2 population which is a state protected animal. A plan has 

3 not been developed that identifies a suitable relocation 

4 habit and my main response is that it is irresponsibility 

5 presumptive to conclude that impacts on state listed 

species 

6 would not be significant without a proposed plan for public 

7 review and comment. 

8 Under land use recreation and visual resources, 

9 the DEIS states, "South Padre Island in particular, has 

10 numerous high-rise condominiums that would have views of 

the 

11 project facilities, especially from the higher floors." My 

12 comment to that is the DEIS does not unwind or give 

13 estimates on the negative impact to property values in Port 

14 Isabel, South Padre Island and Long Island Village 

15 communities. 

16 This factor in addition to the visual resources 

17 important for communities to consider before making public 

18 comments, that's it. 

19 MR. SALAZAR: My name is Rafael Salazar, spelled 

20 R-a-f-a-e-1 last name Salazar, S-a-l-a-z-a-r. I'd like to 

21 begin with my question for FERC is one — when we find 

these 

22 facilities or transport units that are taking the liquid 

23 form or holding the liquid form, once they are found to be 

24 either obsolete or not meeting FERC standards due to either 
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could lead to making them unable to operate or use, what is 
the timeline that these liquid natural gas companies or 
transporters are required to shut down these units? 

So to be very clear, what is the time between 
they have to one — report to these liquid natural gas 
transporters or liquid natural gas companies to give them a 
complete cease of operations? I feel that that is a very 
good question. And my other question is if FERC is truly 
practicing impartiality, why do we have Neal Chatterjee 
which is actually a Board member of FERC which was once a 
lobbyist for very dirty energy so we have to ask ourselves 
that question as well if we're looking to practice 
partiality why is he on the Board? 

And lastly is the concern for how are we going 

assess a serious issue for example if there is a fracture 
that occurs either from airborne debris or if for some 
reason the holding tanks do have a fracture on them, what 
kind of training is provided by the local police 

How are the fire departments trained in order to assess a 
serious issue like that? 

Because as far as I know in Washington state 
these holding tanks were burning for three days straight 

neither the fire department locally or other fire 
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MS. RAMIREZ: My name is Anita Ramirez, A-n-i-t- 

R-a-m-i-r-e-z. I am born and raised here in Port Isabel 

I am not for the LNG. I think they're lying to us but 
they're mostly saying that it's not going to affect our 
health. I do hair and I have customers that come out of 
state and they say that where they come from they have, you 
know, LNG and it is not good for our health. 

So you know, why do they lie to the people of 
Port Isabel? You know, like I mean it's not right. And if 
you have a kid that has health problems it's going to 

them but they're just thinking about the money they're 
making, they're not thinking about the health or the people 
from Port Isabel that are not for it. 

So that's my comment, you know, it's not right 
what they're doing. 

MS. RUBIO: Patricia Rubio, P-a-t-r-i-c-i-a and 
then Rubio R-u-b-i-o. I am an interpretative naturalist 
that means I help people understand nature in the best way 
that helps them. I am also a citizen scientist which means 
I volunteer at various nature centers and wildlife refuges 
to help monitor the health and well-being of our native 
habitat and wildlife. 

And ultimately — well I'm also a nursery 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 


I' m 


24 technician, meaning I grow native plants but most of all 


25 an environmental educator and I work with children. I work 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 


and 


side 


could 


47 


1 with K through 12 and for two years I worked on wetland 

2 education and it was a contract with the school district 

3 it was all related to state testing as well as wetland 

4 education. 

5 And we teach the children alongside what they 

6 need for school, anything in regards to math, science, even 

7 art — we teach them about the importance of nature and how 

8 important it is to not disturb it. 

9 So as part of what I am teaching children is to 

10 teach them that keep things wild and so we share it side by 

11 side and that means that this side is for them and this 

12 is for us because we live differently but we need each 

13 other. 

14 And I can't take children outside if it is going 

15 to be full of toxins. I can't take children outside for 

16 fear that a mix of smoke or eruption of something that 

17 happen, I can't put children's lives in danger because I am 

18 responsible for them and I don't want to tell the children, 

19 "I'm sorry we can't do anything because everything is 

20 polluted and destroyed." 

21 One of their favorite things is to get their 

22 hands dirty and look for all the bugs in the ponds. They 

23 love water chemistry because they get to take control and 

24 mix all the chemicals up and they get to decide together as 
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1 this happens, everything I'm doing is almost going to be 

2 worthless because if this happens, you're showing them that 

3 everything I taught them is a lie, and I'm not a liar. 

4 I take great pride in environmental education 

5 what I'm teaching them is all in relation to state testing. 

6 So it's also showing them that their state testing doesn't 

7 matter. So what happens is we're bringing up a generation 

8 that is going to be completely apathetic to everything so 

9 they will not see the value in themselves and I think that 

10 is a great danger to bring up generations thinking that 

11 don't matter. 

12 And we also teach them about diversity, 

13 biodiversity so the difference in life in nature and that 

14 also helps them understand that we're different and it's 

15 important to give each other respect and space and also to 

16 acknowledge and respect each other's way of learning. 

17 So I'm also teaching them how to work together 

18 and if this happens I potentially lose my job. My friends 

19 lose their job. We also take people on birding tours and 

20 have friends from all over the world that they can't wait 

21 see us every year for our bird — our annual birding 

22 festival, our annual butterfly festival. 

23 I have friends that will fly or drive down for 
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1 the children. I don't want them to think that they don't 

2 matter and if this happens and these scars happen across 

the 

3 land, they're going to think that I lied to them. 

4 And when they leave all I get are nothing but 

5 hugs, thank you Miss Patty, you rule, algae rocks, can I be 

6 your best friend, can I be your helper forever and 

7 everything that I just stated are actual responses from 

8 children. 

9 Teachers tell me thank you my students have 

10 learned something, they're so happy, you're so good at what 

11 you do, I've never seen my kids so excited. And thank you, 

12 that's the one with autism and I can't believe you got them 

13 to do it and I've gotten nothing but praises from teachers 

14 in the public school system. 

15 Our wetlands need to not be disturbed and also 

16 our wildlife. Thank you. 

17 MR. KENON: My name is William E. Kenon, 

18 K-e-n-o-n. I'm a resident here of Port Isabel. I'm an 

19 independent businessman that does business here, 

20 Brownsville, Port Isabel and the Island. I own and operate 

21 shrimp vessels. I do marine construction and salvage work. 

22 Where I'm concerned about the LNG plants is the operations 

23 that I do with my boats and barges and shrimp boats up and 

24 down the Brownsville Ship Channel. 

25 A while back at a meeting of the Brownsville 
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Shrimp Producers negotiation we had two gentlemen that 
represented LNG — three gentlemen, excuse me, James 
Markham, M-a-r-k-h-a-m, there was a Mr. Steve Breese, 
B-r-e-e-s-e and there was a Mr. Trey Lewis, L-e-w-i-s. 

There was a Mr. Tom Rodino, Rodino is 
R-o-d-i-n-o. Tom Rodino is a retired Coast Guard Captain. 
Tom Rodino is a retired Coast Guard Captain that does 
independent evaluations for different people. The LNG 
people had asked him to do an evaluation and to present to 
the Port Isabel Shrimp Producer's Association. 

So there was a group of us there, this meeting 
was called on September the 30th, 2015 in the afternoon. 

that meeting basically they told us that our operations 
would have to change because we were not going to be able 

run up and down the ship channel like we had been before 
because our ships were going to be too big, it was going to 
be too dangerous for us to pass while they were discharging 
or just loading onto the vessel. 

And they asked us if we could change our 
operation to operate at night. For my construction 

running back and forth with my barges, that doesn't work 
very well and the shrimp boats have been operating in the 
daytime, they come and go day and night but just to operate 
just at night is going to place an extra burden on the 
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I've tried to get back to see if this is still 
the way that it is — if we're still going to have to make 
these drastic changes and nobody will give me a straight 
answer. So I'm not sure about that, a lot of people don't 
believe that that will happen but that's what they told us 
at the meeting. 

The — I understand now that they may also load 

LNG trucks out of the terminal and that they will be 

traveling up and down on Highway 48 and they plan to put as 
many as they could put 60 trucks a day on the road out 
there. 

I don't think we're really set up for that kind 

of traffic. We're also in the blast zone and I think it's 

too close and too dangerous here in Port Isabel. They 

move this to Corpus where it's compatible with other 

MR. CANTU: Joseph Cantu, it's J-o-s-e-p-h last 
name C-a-n-t-u. I'm here in opposition to LNG plants 
opening here in my community. I'm a veteran and ex¬ 
worker and I've seen it — I've seen the refinery and 
chemical plant open from the ground up and I have witnessed 
countless thousands of volatile organic compound possible 
fugitive emission points along flanges, equipment, pumps, 
exchangers, drilling equipment, everything from expiration 
this process from expiration to process to finished product 
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shut-downs and when you have something laying that long 

that much time on equipment it's just natural for things to 
break down so these refineries leak and it's a self¬ 
industry, self-regulated. 

In other words, TCEQ here in Texas and then FERC 
specifically are organizations that are supported by the 
very same industry that they are expected to watch over and 
I feel as a father of three children and a leader in my 
community, it's only right to be here and I oppose this. 

The jobs that are touted, I've seen those from construction 
and start-up and there is 3, 4, 500 I've seen laborers out 
there who were first starting the process and then as the 
plant comes online those people are asked to basically stop 
working and then just the pretty much process operations 

maintenance stays around so. 

For a few dozen jobs we're destroying the 
environment, proliferating fracking which not only is going 
to be proven here shortly, which has actually already been 
proven to effect the water table and also release all kinds 
of respiratory related I guess, dangerous particles in 
carcinogens so I'm here to oppose this vehemently and I'm 
asking the leaders from my President all the way down to my 
Congressman here to put an end to this, to ask FERC to be 
more involved and basically I just want to say I'm totally 
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1 MS. HINSON: My name is Ivy Hinson, I-v-y 

2 H-i-n-s-o-n. So I would like to oppose the LNG Pipeline 

3 mostly because it doesn't make sense in a world where we 

are 

4 continually switching to green energy to invest in another 

5 fossil fuel industry even if we did switch from coal to 

6 natural gas completely, we're not going to see any dramatic 

7 declines in greenhouse gas emissions. 

8 So I think that South Texas has an opportunity 
to 

9 lead the way in green technology and you could see we've 

10 already done that a bit with the windmills and what not, so 

11 it doesn't make sense to take us back to a more archaic 

form 

12 of energy generation. 

13 Also, I wanted to comment on the fact that Port 

14 Isabel's economy depends on tourism and fisheries and we 

15 don't really know what this habitat destruction and 

16 pollution is going to do to these industries and is it 

worth 

17 the risk? 

18 And lastly, the only positive to having this LNG 

19 pipeline plant come to Port Isabel is the job generation 

and 

20 it's only going to generate, you know, a handful of 

21 permanent jobs which are generally specialist jobs that 

22 probably won't even be filled by residents. That's all I 

23 have to say. 
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1 a few blocks from here and so this plant would — the 

2 building of this plant would directly affect myself and a 

3 whole bunch of other people that surround here to express 

4 their concerns and really the main overall reason why I'm 

5 here, not just because it affects me, but it affects the 

6 whole planet, the IPCC continues to issue dire warnings 

7 about the severity of climate change and natural gas 

8 production releases more methane than any other type of 

9 fossil fuel production. 

10 It has a head capacity barrier 25 times greater 

11 than carbon dioxide so construction of plants like this are 

12 only going to continue to add to the severity of climate 

13 change which we need to drastically work towards reversing 

14 or at least slowing down if not within 50 years, we're 

going 

15 to have a whole lot more problems than whether or not we 

16 just want to purchase a plan or not and yeah, a few jobs is 

17 nice but jobs can't cure cancer or can't stop environmental 

18 degradation that plants like this will entail. 

19 We need to work towards a green new deal for our 

20 renewable energy that's going to provide clean energy, 

clean 

21 jobs and want to ensure that this planet continues to be 

22 habitable. So I personally oppose these projects and a lot 

23 of the people that live here do too, that's all I got. 

24 MS. SANDEFUR: 


I'm Madeleine Sandefur 
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1 live in Laguna Vista. I've been a resident there for 13 

2 years. I'm very, very concerned because Laguna Vista is 

3 downwind basically. We have prevailing southeast winds and 

4 so I'm very, very concerned about the air quality. 

5 I've also taken a quick look at the EIS although 

6 it's a very long document. There's a long list of 

7 information that FERC has requested through Rio Grande LNG 

8 before the end of the comment period and how is the public 

9 supposed to know what they could comment on if there's 

10 information that's missing? 

11 So we are proposing that the comment deadline 

12 should be extended for at least two weeks after all the 

13 required information has been submitted and then the 

public. 

14 The mitigation for a wetlands — there's not 

15 really a plan for mitigation for the Upland Loma and brush 

16 habitat that will be destroyed. The wetlands that are 

going 

17 to be destroyed they're proposing that they be filled in, 

18 that they mitigate with areas that are already under Fish 

19 and Wildlife Service Protection and Management so that is 

20 not a mitigation and it also violates the Federal Policy of 

21 No Net Loss. 

22 There has not been a need demonstrated in my 

23 opinion, for this project. There are no buyers for the 

24 no binding contracts. I also believe that they have not 


LNG 
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1 Another area that's of great concern to me is 

2 ocelot because I've been involved with ocelots and I've 

3 a member of the Board of Friends of Laguna Atascosa where 

4 have one of the only remaining populations of ocelots. 

5 The Draft Environmental Impact Statement states 

6 that the project has the potential to result in significant 

7 impact on ocelot and ocelot recovery. I'm aware that there 

8 is a — that there are negotiations with the Mexican 

9 government for a translocation project for ocelots. The 

10 population that we have right now is so small that there is 

11 concern about interbreeding and if there were ever — if 

12 there was ever a disease that would hit the ocelots it 

13 would basically wipe out the populations so a lot of money 

14 has been spent on this translocation project and the 

15 building of these facilities would jeopardize that project. 

16 I think that's about it. I'm basically just 

17 making a short verbal comment and I will submit the written 

18 comments with more detailed information. 

19 MR. COWEN: My name is Ralph, R-a-l-p-h Cowen, 

20 C-o-w-e-n. I wanted to speak in favor of both projects. 

21 I've been familiar with them and have been following them 

22 since the beginning. I'm an elected Commissioner at the 

23 Port of Brownsville. I saw them when they were first 

24 presented to them. 
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1 and I believe the projects have great merit, they could be 

2 operated in a safe manner. I've gone to see other projects 

3 — similar projects and they're operating very well. The 

4 safety record is good. It's far enough away from town to 

5 where it's not going to populated areas, it's not going to 

6 be a detriment. 

7 The tax base will be very, very advantageous to 

8 the area and the jobs that will be created to build it, to 

9 maintain it and to run it and then the direct and indirect 

10 — the direct jobs that will be there and then the indirect 

11 jobs that come up and down. It will mean — it will change 

12 the face of the Port and yes things will change here, but 

13 they will change for the better. 

14 I can't understand why anybody would be against 

15 it but you know, everybody has their own opinion and 

they're 

16 very welcome to it. As a friend of mine used to say, every 

17 head is another world and really that's — you know, all 

the 

18 scientific reasons why the Coast Guard has approved it and 

19 FERC has given it — you know, done all of these studies 

and 

20 everything has come out to be positive and I don't see any 

21 reason why it should be denied, thank you. 

22 MR. CRUZ: Alright my name is Rick Cruz, that's 

23 R-i-c-k C-r-u-z. I'm sorry I just came to leave a comment 

24 as far as why I oppose LNG, why I oppose the Texas and the 
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my 


know. 


1 And I oppose them because I don't believe that 

2 hometown should be subjected to such environmental you 

3 something that isn't going to last, it's been proven that 

4 it's going to destroy — it's destroyed communities, it's 

5 destroyed other you know, livable areas and you know, I 

6 don't want to — I don't want my kids to grow up in such a 

7 — you know, such a messed up environment really. 

8 I mean I want them to be able to breathe clean 

9 air and this is our paradise. I don't understand why these 

10 people want to come in and destroy that. 

11 Anyways it's going to destroy a lot of habitats 

12 and plant life and I don't know, I don't see it as 

13 acceptable at all anyway and that's all I've really got to 

14 say. 

15 MS. REYES: Wanda, W-a-n-d-a R-e-y-e-s is the 

16 last name. I would like to say I'm here on behalf and 

17 supporting the Rio Grande LNG and Rio Bravo Pipeline and 

18 that I support the project because it's been clarified as 

19 being economically safe and we need the economic impact and 

20 the great jobs in this community so badly that has one of 

21 the highest unemployment rates in the entire state and 

22 country. 

23 So for that I applaud Rio Grande LNG for being 

24 here and what it's going to do to our community and I think 
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1 MS. WORRELL: Maile Worrell, and you spell it 

2 M-a-i-l-e and then W-o-r-r-e-1-1. These terminals would be 

3 the largest air polluter in the Rio Grande Valley. Schools 

4 are just a few miles downwind from the pollutants, the town 

5 of Laguna Vista just 5 miles downwind, the coastal towns, 

6 the government opposes LNG. 

7 The impacts of all the diverse wildlife that 

this 

8 area are known for, some that are federally protected to be 

9 considered in impacts, eco-tourism, the information that 

10 you've gathered, the insight to know what's truly best for 

11 the people not what's best for big business. 

12 And I believe that to begin now to monitor the 

13 air quality with a plan in place so that if this does occur 

14 what's going to happen when the pollutants exceed a "safe" 

15 level? And that's all I've got for today. We'll do more 

16 later. 

17 MS. CRUZ: Okay so my name is Josette Cruz, 

18 J-o-s-e-t-t-e last name is C-r-u-z. I am here today to 

19 oppose both the Texas and Rio Grande LNG Projects. The 

20 Draft DEIS Statement is lacking information that should be 

21 given to the public in regards for the public — I'm 

22 speaking for some other people in Brownsville, myself and 
my 

23 family included. 


24 


I have a daughter who is special needs and the 
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1 is this cancer factory coming in polluting the air that 

they 

2 breathe. That is something that would be devastating to 

3 many of those within the special needs community. Many of 

4 those people are not here because they are busy taking care 

5 of their children. 

6 I am here before you today to speak out and 

speak 

7 up for them and speak for my community in regards to that, 

8 as well as the fact that this project itself is being 

9 located in a place that is predominantly brown and in my 

10 opinion, this is environmental racism, this is something 

11 that cannot and should not happen here because of the fact 

12 that many of the local politicians as well have allowed tax 

13 abatements which is not something that many of us agreed 

to. 

14 But there is also the fact that the Draft EIS 

15 Statements says that people who are living here will be 

16 paying property taxes and their property taxes will 

17 increase. So that does not seem fair to the people in the 

18 public here, especially if most of this information is not 

19 readily available in their native language which is Spanish 

20 so it does not seem fair to have this information out — 

21 that's lacking a lot of information and many people are 

22 unaware that their property taxes will be going up as well. 

23 So I'm here as a woman — an indigenous woman to 
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25 lands. Thank you. 
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MR. BERG: My name is William Berg, William 

W-i-l-l-i-a-m Berg B-e-r-g and I want to make a comment to 
address Rio Grande LNG. It's not to address Rio Grande LNG 
it's to address FERC and this is a message to FERC about 
LNG. 

Recently in early October the International 

for Climate Change, the IPCC which is a UN Board of 
scientists monitoring climate change and they've been at it 
for at least 25 years that I know of, they released a new 
report to the press which is reporting on it and they're 
going to give their official issuance in December at an 
International Conference on Climate in Poland. 

They're indicating that the combustion of fossil 
fuels cannot continue for 10 years or the planet will pass 
its tipping point into a terrible place for humanity. They 
are suggesting that the new target for climate change is no 
longer 2 degrees Celsius but is now 1 and degrees 

by 2 degrees Celsius there will be disasters — human scale 
disasters, threatening populations all over the world. 

The IPCC is suggesting rapid reductions in 

fuel use and rapid expansion of renewable energy 
infrastructure. The report suggests that this needs to be 
done to avoid serious disruptions to humanity. 

Those are the IPCC's strong recommendations. We 
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1 coming to the United States in the form of disastrous 

2 hurricanes, rainstorms, and huge fast moving lethal 

3 wildfires. 

4 The warnings are coming to Europe in the form of 

5 large massive heat waves which are killing hundreds of 

6 people in every city. And the warnings are coming to 

Africa 

7 and China in terms of increasing desertification — the 

8 deserts are growing in those countries in Africa and China. 

9 The IPCC suggests that fossil fueled projects 

10 with a lifespan of more than a decade should be 

11 reconsidered. The LNG companies, excuse me, and we're 

12 considering right now Rio Grande LNG but also applies to 

the 

13 other two applicants in Brownsville and in fact all future 

14 applicants. 

15 They cannot possibly succeed in the timeframe of 

16 10 years. If permitted today, they will be forced to close 

17 and it will take 5 years to build and then another 5 years 

18 before the world closes down on them. It's just not 

19 feasible to build these things, we therefore recommend to 

20 the FERC to no longer offer permits to fossil fueled 

21 producers and fossil fueled power plants, thank you very 

22 much. 

23 DR. BASALDU: Good evening my name is Robert 

24 Cristopher Basaldu. I am a resident of Brownsville, Texas, 
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1 November 15th, 2018 and I'd like to go on the record again 

2 and make another comment that I am completely opposed to 

all 

3 liquid natural gas and the liquid natural gas development, 

4 the terminal stations, the pipelines, all of it. 

5 And I grew up in Brownsville, Texas. I grew up 

6 in Corpus Christi, Texas. I grew up coming to South Padre 

7 Island and coming to visit South Padre Island and coming to 

8 visit Port Isabel and these are some of my favorite places 

9 in the world and they're very — you know the natural 

beauty 

10 here is very unique and very special. 

11 The eco-systems here with the plants, the 

12 animals, the sea life, the estuaries, the rivering areas, 

13 they're — it's all really wonderful and really special and 

14 we should be doing everything we can to protect these 

areas, 

15 not destroy them. 

16 And these LNG Projects will destroy these 

natural 

17 habitats. They're — the regular running of these 

18 businesses and these projects will poison the land and 

19 poison the water. It'll poison the estuaries, it'll poison 

20 the plants and animals and we need to not allow this to 

21 happen. 

22 There are people that make their livings, of 

23 course, fisherman and shrimpers and people that lead 
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1 their living from doing the kinds of businesses that 

2 highlight water — highlight wildlife and the beauty of the 

3 natural world. 

4 And this project will negatively impact all of 

5 these people's businesses and livelihoods and that's 

6 reason to not allow this project. Again, this project is 

7 about the development of carbon — they're putting too much 

8 carbon into the atmosphere and right now this planet needs 

9 to be taking greenhouse gases, carbon dioxide, carbon 

10 monoxide, methane, we need to be taking it out of our 

11 atmosphere, not adding more greenhouse gases into the 

12 atmosphere. 

13 And we will — if this project goes through 

14 negatively impact the planet as well as the local area 

15 because it's going to just put more methane, more carbon 

16 into the atmosphere which will lead to you know, more 

17 disruption — global climate disruption. 

18 So we need to not — we need not have this 

19 project. The Environmental Impact Statement does not do 

20 enough to review environmental, you know, environmental 

21 impacts even as large as the document is, it does not do a 

22 good enough job of actually describing how negative the 

23 impacts — the environmental impacts are going to be. 


24 


There's not enough consultation of indigenous 
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1 impacts is woefully ignorant, it's woefully lacking, it has 

2 not done its due diligence. The Draft EIS hasn't done its 

3 due diligence in many places that — not on cultural 

4 impacts, not on historical impacts, and it hasn't gone far 

5 enough on environmental impacts and as far as like 

6 mitigation, the mitigations that the LNG companies are 

7 prescribing or saying that they'll use for environmental or 

8 natural resource mitigation, they are laughable, they're 

9 woefully inadequate. 

10 They don't go — they don't actually do anything 

11 to — they don't do anything to support the wildlife or 

12 protect the wildlife and they're not enough. And like the 

13 endangered Texas tortoise, they're saying that they're just 

14 going to have people pick up the tortoise and remove it or 

15 move it to a different habitat, that is inadequate, that is 

16 an inadequate mitigation. 

17 There is so much wrong with this project and of 

18 course with the source of this natural gas is fracked 

19 natural gas. Fracking has been fracturing is leading to 

20 poisoning aquifers, it takes fresh water and it fills it 

21 with carcinogenic chemicals that get injected back into the 

22 land. 

23 That pollution will seep into water tables and 

24 will poison water. So you know, having all this fracked 
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1 going to bring all of that stuff down, it's going to 

2 encourage more fracking and we can't have that. It's not 

3 good for the planet, it's not good for the environment. 

4 It's not just this pipeline project or the LNG 

5 terminals or the refineries, it's the whole system is 

6 damaging our environment, the land, water, our drinking 

7 water, it's going to be poisoning us and this is 

8 unacceptable — this entire project is unacceptable. We 

9 should be investing in renewable resources like solar and 

10 wind power not continuing carbon-based fossil fuels and 

11 developing fossil fuels. 

12 We need to stop that. Aside from the 

13 environmental destruction it's poisonous, it'll lead to 

14 cancer clusters and the pipelines always leak and they 

15 always break and in the case of natural gas pipeline, 

16 they're going to continue to — they could even blow up and 

17 if they blow up they'll destroy — they could destroy 

18 neighborhoods if they're near there too. 

19 This entire project is unacceptable and there 

was 

20 not enough community input in the early approval stages of 

21 the whole project. That must be mitigated too and we need 

22 to really think, really think about this whole project. 

23 It's not acceptable and you know, the other thing that 

these 

24 pipelines are going to do is they're going to destroy 


Native 
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1 pipeline. That is the continuing genocide of Native and 

2 indigenous people. 

3 It's unacceptable and it needs to stop. Just 

4 because these are our ancestors who have died and they have 

5 been laid to rest, it doesn't mean that they can be thrown 

6 away as trash. It doesn't mean that they can be destroyed 

7 again. To have these pipelines go through, especially 

8 Native burial grounds, all that does is it tries to kill 

9 Native and indigenous people all over again. This is 

10 completely unacceptable. I don't see any — there's not 

11 enough in the Draft EIS that deals with NAGPR, Native 

12 American Grave Protection and Repatriation Act. 

13 There has not been — there has just not been 

14 sufficient work in this Draft EIS, not in environmental 

15 impacts, not in species impacts, not in cultural impacts, 

16 nothing. The Draft EIS is incomplete and it's obvious that 

17 the work — not enough work went into it. It's clear that 

18 due diligence has not been performed. 

19 So I ask FERC to deny whatever permits and deny 

20 this project. The project itself is unacceptable. We 

21 shouldn't even be having this conversation but I encourage 

22 FERC to deny any continuance on this project, thank you. 

23 (Whereupon at 9:00 p.m., the meeting was 

24 adjourned.) 


25 
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1 PROCEEDINGS 

2 MS. JAUDZEMIS: My name is Kathleen, 

3 K-a-t-h-l-e-e-n Jaudzemis, J-a-u-d-z-e-m-i-s. For three 

4 years I have been a resident of South Padre Island but 

5 prior to that I was a resident of Laguna Vista so I have 

6 been a Texas resident and a Texas voter since 2008. 

7 The reason that many of us have chosen to 

8 relocate to the beautiful area of the lower Rio Grande 

9 Valley is because of its unique eco-system. We are aware 

10 that it is fragile and that we need to protect it. There 
is 

11 a significant diversity of birds and butterflies and plant 

12 species which are found candidly nowhere else in Texas 

13 because of our unique coastal location and because of our 

14 deep southern location in this state. 

15 We are also aware of how environmental damage 

can 

16 seriously impact all of these species as well as the water 

17 and the land itself and also how difficult it is to come 

18 back from those kinds of disasters. We all know about 

Exxon 

19 Valdez, we all know about Deep Water Horizon, we all know 

20 about the leaks in every pipeline they've had through 

Canada 

21 and through Northern America. 

22 And the reality is that the LNG provides exactly 

23 all of those dangers in a much more fragile area. We also 
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1 like to see the area promote for tourism as well as for the 

2 vital environmental health of the area and for all of those 

3 reasons we oppose the LNG proposal. 

4 MR. BEST: Good evening, my name is Bill Best, 

5 I'm officially on the records as William C. Best, Jr. I'm 

6 resident of South Padre Island for 35 years and I would 

7 to lodge my objection to the LNG facilities as they are 

8 proposed and I will break down my objections and try to 

9 this organized. 

10 First I would like to address the issue of toxic 

11 emissions. Now, I'm addressing toxic emissions based upon 

12 data that was provided by Rio Grande LNG and Rio Bravo 

13 Pipeline. It was in their own brochure and I will start 

14 first of all addressing that and I will attach that sheet 

15 an Exhibit A but first let me begin. 

16 With regard to toxic emissions, these entities 

17 have admitted that they will be producing and emitting 

18 pollutants into the air — the very air that we breathe. 

19 First there is particulate matter. There are two kinds. 

20 There are PM 10 and PM 2.5. These are small particles we 

21 breathe in and which are emitted into the air by the LNG 

22 facilities. 
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1 10's — the larger of the particular matters that are 

2 produced get lodged into the mucus membranes of the lungs. 

3 They cause infections to the lungs and asthma attacks. 

4 PM 2.5 particles are smaller and get into your 

5 blood and cause inflammation and this inflammation is 

linked 

6 with heart attacks, obesities and diabetes — studies have 

7 shown this. According to the Rio Grande LNG company 

itself, 

8 their facility alone will produce almost 800 tons of this 

9 particulate matter every year — 800 tons produced as 

poison 

10 into the air that we breathe. 

11 LNG plants also produce and emit volatile 

organic 

12 compounds — these are carcinogens, quite simply they cause 

13 cancer and birth defects and according to doctor's studies 

14 they cause permanent cognitive impairment which is a fancy 

15 way of simply saying permanent brain damage. 

16 From what I read, Rio Grande LNG will emit over, 

17 excuse me, 570 tons of volatile organic compounds per year 

18 over its 570 tons of this cancer-causing poison. Now I'm 

19 going to attach to this section as Exhibit A, a brochure 

20 production table 9.2.1 produced by Rio Grande LNG and Rio 

21 Bravo Pipeline. 

22 In other words, they're admitting to this. They 

23 are saying this is what they will do and this is what they 
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1 particulate matter. That's over 1,600,000 pounds a year 

2 that they will be producing and emitting into the very air 

3 we breathe. 

4 With the volatile organic compounds, they're 

5 saying 573.7 tons per year. This is a cancer-causing 

6 This is what — this comes out to over 1,147,000 pounds of 

7 volatile organic compounds per year. These guys are 

8 emitting this. 

9 Thirdly, they also, according to their own table 

10 of estimated emissions, will be producing hazardous air 

11 pollutants in the amount of 53.7 tons per year. That 

12 107,400 pounds of hydrocarbon air pollutants. Sir, I'd 

13 to hand you what's been marked as Exhibit A. 

14 There has been a report — oh I'm sorry, that 

15 been produced by three well-known pediatricians — Dolly 

16 Savier, Carmen D'Rocco and Marsha Griffin, and I'm going to 

17 give you that report as an Exhibit B. 

18 For the sake of brevity I will not read this 

19 entire report but I will submit it as Exhibit B. With 

20 regard to two other items, please bear in mind that we have 

21 prevailing southeasterly winds that will be pushing and 

22 blowing this poison — these toxins, into populated areas. 

23 In fact from the Texas proposed Texas LNG site. 
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1 about 2.5 miles downwind and South Padre Island is 5 miles 

2 away. Now, this also brings up another point I'd like to 

3 mention is that these facilities have no means by which to 

4 control any fires that may occur and accidents are known to 

5 happen. 

6 Fires are known to occur and these fires burn so 

7 hot that the local fire department does not have the 

ability 

8 or means to extinguish these fires. And these LNG 

companies 

9 are not provided their own means to extinguish these fires. 

10 I would like to attach this map as Exhibit C and also 

11 mention that it is recommended there be a 3 mile safety 

12 zone. We're well within that. 

13 And also, sir, I would like to point out that 

14 there are — there's only two ways to get away from these 

15 LNG sites and that's on Highway 48 and Highway 100. All of 

16 them are within that 3 mile safety zone and there's no way 

17 to prevent or actually it would prevent people from 

18 evacuating. Here you go sir. 

19 The next issue I would like to address is 

20 profitability. First of all let it be known that all this 

21 proposed LNG product is not for use here in the United 

22 States, it's for sale overseas and there are no current 

23 contracts that have for sure the sales and yet they still 

24 want to go ahead with constructing these facilities and 
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1 Now the environment is the very basis of the 

2 largest industry we have in the area and that is tourism. 

3 In fact an A&M study showed that eco-tourism here in South 

4 Texas brings in 450 million dollars annually and the 

economy 

5 is growing. And the tourism is brought about by the 

6 pristine environment, the beaches, the clean air, fishing, 

7 both in bay and offshore, birding centers, sea turtle ink 

8 and dolphin watching but to name a few. 

9 Just about all the businesses here in this area 

10 are related to accommodating tourists — for example 

hotels, 

11 rentals of houses and condominiums et cetera, restaurants, 

12 bars, charter fishing, site seeing tours, sales, clothing, 

13 t-shirts, surf boards, paddle boards, kayaks, fishing 

14 equipment, rentals of equipment. 

15 And in spite of all the panacea that these 

16 companies are offering in the way of many, many billions of 

17 dollars in profit to the area, I'm sorry that's not true, 

18 that's a lie. I will provide as the next exhibit an 

19 application for appraisal value filed by Inova, signed by 

20 David Chung and he — and this was signed and sworn to 

under 

21 penalty of perjury if he is lying and has a tendancy to 

22 straighten people up. 

23 And according to this, he says that the number 
of 
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there's only going to be 90 people employed full-time and 
their average salary will be but $36,197 per year. This is 
a far cry from what they're trying to represent to the 
public. 

I would like to attach the application and the 
affidavit signed by the President, David Chung as the next 
exhibit. I would like to attach the next exhibit as the 
number of entities that have already voted in opposition to 
any LNG facilities in the area as the next exhibit. 

And next is an exhibit — a bullet point that 
you're probably going to hear sir from other people that I 
would like to attach as the next exhibit. Again, I would 
like to submit my opposition to these LNG facilities, they 
are bad, they are not good, they're not going to help and 
here is a letter that I prepared for FERC that I'd like to 
attach as the next exhibit. 

Thank you ma'am, thank you sir. 

MR. MARTINEZ: My name is Desi, D-e-s-I 

M-a-r-t-i-n-e-z. I live at 1806 Haverford Boulevard, 
Harlingen, Texas 78552 in Harlingen. I'm an economist 

a Master's in economics and I am a consultant in this 
coastal south Texas area. 

Presently I have to do some work for the city of 
Los Fresnos, Economic Development Corporation, also known 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 


25 


the Los Fresnos Community Development Corporation. My 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 


78 


1 purpose here today is to provide input and to the 

2 socio-economic impact of the EIS that presently FERC is 

3 looking into of these LNG companies developing their 

4 projects in south Texas. 

5 The economic situation in south Texas is one of 

6 much poverty — probably the highest in the nation, lack of 

7 skill, labor and the need for jobs and skills training. We 

8 have been working and talking to the LNG's representatives 

9 of developing opportunities for people to work and to 

10 improve their quality of life. 

11 Texas is known for its natural resources and 

this 

12 is one of the major natural resources that will export 

13 products throughout the nation and the world out of its 

14 locations that they have at the Brownsville Ship Channel 

and 

15 Port of Brownsville. 

16 People are hungry for these jobs and 

17 opportunities so they can improve their quality of life and 

18 get a better opportunity to get in a better place in 

19 America. We believe that — and I say we, because I'm a 

20 liaison for the Community Development Corporation, EDC, 

21 Economic Development Corporation that jobs are very much 

22 needed from these companies and they have reached out to 

23 work with us in the communities all over from the coast 

24 Kleberg County south, et cetera so that these opportunities 


from 
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permanent jobs as well as construction jobs for our 
community down here. 

South Texas being the southernmost part of the 
nation is in dire need of these industries. Manufacturing 
done here is in south Texas is very minimal. We 

very much, we're a big consumption area. Our biggest 
industry I guess in part is a pass-through economy for the 
billions of dollars being produced just across the border. 

We supply a lot of materials to the port, to 
Monterey and others and they create some jobs but they're 
minimal. This would create solid, strong jobs for our 
community all over south Texas from Kleberg County to 
Cameron County along the coast. 

We need them. I believe that these companies 
will be eco — rather eco-friendly to protect the 
surrounding communities and we will — like I said, be 
working with them diligently so they could be good 

citizens and bring in these export opportunities and jobs 
that we need down here. 

My name is Desi Martinez, I hope that the FERC 
positively provides the EIS approval for these two 

that are going through this process, thank you. 

MR. KNOTT: My name is Steven Knott, S-t-e-v-e-n 

K-n-o-t-t. 


Good evening everyone and thank you for your 
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1 is Steve Knott and I'm a senior commercial director for 

2 McDermott, International, a Houston-based engineering 

3 procurement construction and installation company. 

4 McDermott, along with many other organizations, 

5 supports the Rio Grande LNG Project. In fact we have 

6 already invested a great deal of time and resources into 

7 this project and will continue to do so if we are chosen to 

8 help execute this work. 

9 We look forward to partnering with the company 

10 and Next Decade to deliver a world-class LNG facility in a 

11 manner that is safe and environmentally responsible. 

12 McDermott places quality, health, safety, environment and 

13 security at the core of everything it does. We call it 

14 simply QHSES, it's just good business. 

15 We do not cut corners to the detriment of any of 

16 these areas and this is one of the reasons why we support 

17 Next Decades effort to develop the Rio Grande LNG Project. 

18 We both share a similar vision when it comes to QHSES. 

19 Achieving QHSES excellence is contingent upon 

20 continuously investing in excellent people and offering 

21 these same individuals ample opportunity for professional 

22 growth, so I cannot emphasize this enough, we will need 

23 people, we will need a lot of people. 

24 To achieve the high-quality standards we demand 

25 we will need people who are trained and capable, that's why 
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1 we've been proactive in ongoing outreach activities with 

2 training and educational institutions as well as civil and 

3 economic organizations in the valley. 

4 As we have done in other areas, investing in 

5 workforce training is a necessary part of our operational 

6 success — such investments not only help us deliver the 

7 quality solutions our clients expect of us, but also result 

8 in high-paying jobs with good benefits. 

9 And it's worth noting our commitment to the 

10 valley goes beyond this project. For instance we have a 

11 skilled workforce that we employ in the United States. 

12 Currently we employ about 700 individuals from Hidalgo, 

13 Cameron and Willacy counties and over the past 5 years 

we' ve 

14 employed well over 5,000 individuals from the valley. 

15 We would love to see our employees have a chance 

16 to return home to work for this project and continue to 

work 

17 to advance their careers with McDermott International. We 

18 also believe in promoting supply chain opportunities for 

19 local and diverse businesses — this project will provide 

20 direct subcontracting and procurement work as well as 

21 indirect and induced opportunities for local businesses. 

22 So I'11 conclude as I started, we at McDermott 

23 International support the Rio Grande LNG Project. It will 

24 be a good investment that will benefit the region, it will 
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1 economy, increase the local tax base and improve the 

quality 

2 of life for the people of this community, thank you. 

3 MR. AMADOR: My name is Odilon Amador, my name 
is 

4 Victor Montemayor, I'm the interpreter. Odilon is O-d (as 

5 in delta) - i-l-o-n, last name is Amador, A-m (as in 

6 Mary)-a-d-o-r. My name is Victor Montemayor, that's V (as 

7 in Valet)-i-c-t-o-r Montemayor, M-o-n-t-e-m-a-y-o-r. 

8 I don't have any problem with the pipes that are 

9 supposedly going to be built to go through my property. I 

10 mean I have no problem with it. It's probably rules and 

11 regulations by the government so I have no problem with it. 

12 At any point when you're going to go through my property 

13 just leave there a note, or you can send me a notice in 

14 Spanish to my home address. 

15 I mean you can cut the lock on my fence open and 

16 just go in and just leave a note saying that you did, that 

17 you are inside working in my home address box. I mean I'm 

18 not at home during office hours. I get to work at 7, I 

come 

19 back at 4 during Saturdays I normally use it to do my 

20 chores, wash my clothes go out and do some exercise and I'm 

21 pretty sure no one works on Sunday so. 

22 So then that will be all, 29548 Hamaca Lane, 

23 that's h-a-m-a-c-a, Los Fresnos, Texas 78566. 

24 MR. WOOLSEY: Darreld, D-a-r-r-e-l-d Nick, 
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I'm 
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1 retired. I moved here because of the weather and the fun 

2 things to do and I think LNG is going to enhance that and I 

3 think it's good for the economy. I think everything about 

4 it is good. 

5 I have not seen one negative thing that would 

6 change my opinion or some people have tried to but that 

7 isn't going to work. I think that what it's going to do is 

8 it's going to give jobs that are not where people just have 

9 to work with their hands, they can work with their brain 

and 

10 their back. 

11 I talked to some people from the various 

12 companies that said they were looking into schooling for 

the 

13 young people so that they could learn a trade and earn a 

14 good income for their family. Everything that I've seen on 

15 the proposal so far is fine, the only thing that I have any 

16 doubts about is the federal government sticking their nose 

17 into things and holding things up. 

18 But I know it's for the best interest of 

19 everybody that they do this and that's what they have been 

20 telling me for my 75 years of life but I don't exactly 

agree 

21 with that. I like it — the companies that are here in the 

22 area right now are doing some of the work that's going to 

23 progress into the usage of this product that we're talking 


24 


about. 
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1 with it all and my wife would kind of like me to find out 

2 what to do with my gas, but natural gas is a wonderful 

thing 

3 I think. It's a great product, it doesn't bother anybody 

4 and it has so many uses for different things and if we can 

5 help Europe be better, it's what the end goal here is going 

6 to be. Those companies are going to make a lot of money, 

7 but we're going to help a lot of people in Europe and other 

8 countries that are lacking in a product that we have more 

9 than what we need to do with it. 

10 Sometimes it takes me a while to get my point 

11 across but I don't know anything other than I think it's a 

12 great idea and I'm looking forward to seeing that it gets 

13 better and gets done in the correct manner. 

14 MR. GONZALEZ: Hi my name is Rolando Gonzalez, 

15 resident of Luna Vista here representing myself. I am a 

16 city councilman for the town. R-o-l-a-n-d-o 

17 G-o-n-z-a-l-e-z, the main concern which I had focused on — 

18 well actually two areas concerning the — once the 

19 processing starts, how will there be a change in air 

20 quality? 

21 We have prevailing winds here in the area that 

22 are mostly out of south/southeast which would mean the 

23 that get affected. We have dust that blows when we get dry 

24 periods and that's fairly often, maybe ever three or four 


areas 
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1 exhaust be caught up with that dust and if they are very 

2 harmful what impact would they maybe have on the residents 

3 of these communities that are south or downwind from the 

4 exhaust of the LNG processing will be done. 

5 I've also — the other concern is the impact on 

6 all our bodies of water, the marine and the estuaries and 

7 forth. Whether or not you know, I've heard again both 

8 of the story. One thing that I would believe would help 

9 LNG folk is to increase trust. 

10 One measure for example, with air quality, maybe 

11 they could provide or find a way to fund so that cities 

12 would get air quality gauges so that if there's indeed an 

13 issue of air quality to have these gauges working prior to 

14 the processing or the beginning of the processing for the 

15 LNG plant, both the state and the LNG one so that it could 

16 be understood very clearly by folk that prior to and after 

17 there may be a difference or there may not be a difference. 

18 If there isn't that definitely leaves a higher 

19 level of potential increase in trust which I would think is 

20 at the root of the issue here. Today's world with all the 

21 network — all the different types of media it isn't hard 

22 project horrid images of explosions and so forth concerning 

23 chemical plants whether they're gasoline or petroleum or 
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things for the area with the money from the companies so 
that there's an increase again of trust. There will be an 
increase of traffic in the Ship Channel it's to be expected 
because there's going to be more, but those are basically 

two areas of concern and waste products in terms of going 

through the water cycle whether it's estuaries, the Ship 
Channel and it's connected — it's all connected to 

move throughout this whole area so yeah, that would be my 
main concern in terms of contaminants and pollutants in our 
water and the air quality. 

This is an assumption being that we will never 
have any sort of major malfunction or any major catastrophe 
due to some sort of an explosion because if that does 

again we're down wind and that's always scary and I think a 
lot of people see those images and that's what they're 
scared of. Those are the answers — I mean those are the 
questions that I would have and maybe subtle 
recommendations to offer ways to show as proof prior to and 
after in terms of air quality and water. 

MS. GALASSO: My name is Maria Galasso, its 
M-a-r-i-a G-a-l-a-s-s-o thank you. So note in addition to 
the comments I'm submitting today I will provide final 
comment for the FERC deadlines of December 3, 2018 for Rio 
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25 These are my comments. Number one — FERC 

issued 
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the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on October 12th, 
2018 and set a comment deadline of December 3rd, 2018 for 
Rio Grande LNG along with a public meeting scheduled for 
November 15th, 2018 which is today. 

The DEIS is comprised of two volumes of the 

of 1,120 pages. Similarly the Texas LNG DEIS issued on 
October 26th, 2018 with a comment deadline of December 

2018. The FERC determined that the public meeting would be 
held along with the one scheduled for Rio Grande LNG. 

The Texas LNG DEIS is comprised of two volumes 
with a total of 789 pages because both proposed LNG 

will be located within a few miles of each other on the 
Brownsville Ship Channel, both projects seek comments from 
the same group of residents expecting that the public 

the volumes of information that has been gathered for each 
project and provide meaningful comments by the established 
date for the public meeting is unrealistic, creates undue 
hardship and casts doubt about the Agency's goal for the 
public meeting. 

The date for the combined public meeting for the 
projects should have been extended once the Texas LNG DEIS 
was added to the agenda. Alternatively, the Texas LNG 
public meeting should have been scheduled on its own at a 
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1 list titled, "Distribution for Notice and Availability," it 

2 includes a list of more than 2,500 contact names. The 

Texas 

3 LNG Appendix A is titled "Distribution List," and only 

4 includes 106 individuals. My name is included in the Texas 

5 LNG list but it is not included in the Rio Grande LNG list 

6 although I have been actively involved and have commented 

7 often with all three projects proposed for the Brownsville 

8 Ship Channel. 

9 It was our understanding that because of the 

10 siting proximity of the project, the comments on any of the 

11 three dockets would be filed with the other two. The 

12 differing distribution lists suggests that this did not 

13 happen. 

14 Number three — the wetlands mitigation plan as 

15 proposed for both projects will violate the No Net Loss 

16 Federal Policy. 

17 Number four — the need for these projects has 

18 not been demonstrated, there are no buyers for the LNG in 

19 the form of binding contracts and for projects with so many 

20 negative impacts an unequivocal need for the product must 
be 

21 shown, especially in light of the unequivocal and official 

22 opposition to the projects demonstrated by resolutions 

23 passed by all the governing bodies of the nearby 
communities 
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1 Further, South Padre Island, Port Isabel, Long 

2 Island Village and Laguno Vista are not within the 

3 Brownsville Navigation District and therefore had no voice 

4 or representation in the decision made by the Port of 

5 Brownsville to lease Navigation District property on the 

6 Brownsville Ship Channel to the LNG companies. Our 

7 representative voices concerning these projects lay with 

8 elected town council and city council officials. 

9 Number five — there is no analysis of the 

10 impacts to both the bait shrimping industry which rely on 

11 the BSC nor on the offshore shrimping industry which relies 

12 on ready access to the BSC to get to and from the Gulf, 

13 less than significant impact could cause these industries 

14 fail locally. 

15 Number six — the DEIS states that the project 

16 has the potential to result in significant impacts on the 

17 "ocelot and ocelot recovery," from an area that has so few 

18 ocelots and so little ocelot habitat. This is reason to 

19 deny the permit. 

20 Number seven — oh I still have five more things 

21 — okay number ten — the SpaceX launch site in Boca Chica 

22 Beach is 5 miles from the Rio Grande LNG terminal site and 

23 even closer to the Inova site. Where is the FERC completed 


24 SpaceX launch failure analysis? Did that analysis include 
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Falcon head rockets and which SpaceX now says it intends to 
launch from their Boca Chica site because a larger rocket 
brings with it a larger debris radius. 

A launch failure analysis for the SpaceX BFR is 
required before FERC approval and it should be made very 
clear in the analysis the insurance 

requirements/responsibilities for all public/private 
involved entities. 

MR. CHAPMAN: My name is Jim Chapman, I live in 
Weslaco, Texas and I am going to make a few comments on the 
Texas LNG Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 
C-h-a-p-m-a-n, Chapman, and I am opposed to the granting of 
the permit to Texas LNG overall, more specifically the 
comment period for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement, because it is superimposed on Rio Grande LNG's 
comment period. 

There's really too much information to go 

thoroughly and comment on so the first request is that the 
comment period for Texas LNG be extended. Secondly, the 
permit for Texas LNG's should be denied because they have 
not demonstrated a need for the project. They have no 
confirmed buyers, no binding contracts to buy the LNG, 
therefore there's not a demonstrated need for the project, 
the project should not go forward. 

The mitigation plan is unacceptable. There's a 
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1 No Net Loss Policy which is being violated. They propose 
to 

2 mitigate their wetland losses by preserving an area that's 

3 already an existing wetland that's being managed and 

4 protected by Fish and Wildlife Service so there would be a 

5 net loss of wetlands if that would proceed, so I think FERC 

6 should not accept that as wetlands mitigation. 

7 There's also significant Uplands loss including 

8 the Loma which they will be building on and that there's no 

9 mitigation for that loss in the Environmental Impact 

10 Statement and there should be. 

11 And I'll switch to Rio Grande LNG and the first 

12 point is the Draft Environmental Impact Statement is 

13 incomplete because there's a long, long list of important 

14 information that FERC is requesting before the end of the 

15 comment period. How are we going to comment on things that 

16 are not in the environmental impact statement? 

17 That information — and it's a long list of 

18 information, will come in right at the end of the comment 

19 period. How will the public see that information, how will 

20 they comment on that information, so that is — really 

seems 

21 to violate the whole spirit of a public comment period. 

22 My suggested solution is when that information 

23 does come in that there be an additional two weeks for the 

24 public — first of all that should go out to the public and 
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1 information. 

2 The mitigation plan is very inadequate. It is 

3 very — it is — they propose to mitigate by preserving 

land 

4 that is already an existing wetland and it is already under 

5 management and protection by Fish and Wildlife Service. 

6 If they were proposing to restore a degraded 

7 wetland that would be mitigation, to perverse and existing 

8 wetlands is not mitigation so that is not acceptable in the 

9 wetland laws for Rio Grande LNG is quite substantial. 

10 There is nothing in the Environmental Impact 

11 Statement about impacts to shrimping, bay shrimpers use the 

12 Ship Channel to fish and the offshore shrimpers have to 

13 traverse the Channel back and forth which will become 

14 increasingly difficult to do if the project is built and 

the 

15 tankers are daily going up and down with their security 

16 escorts. 

17 The dredging impacts to South Bay which is the 

18 first Texas State Coastal Preserve is not even mentioned. 

19 Dredging soil is extremely damaging to sea grasses. South 

20 Bay has sea grasses, a unique species of oyster and is 

21 immensely valuable — that should be evaluated and it's 

not. 

22 And there's also no mention of the possible dredging 

23 to the Behia Grande so that's missing from the EIS. 


impacts 
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1 years of heavy construction those wetlands could ever be 

2 restored so that would be an unnecessary loss of wetlands 
if 

3 that were to happen. 

4 There is no — when we're talking about the 

5 impacts of dredging there has been no study and there 

should 

6 be of the benthic fish and resources in the Ship Channel in 

7 the vicinity of the project. If you don't know what's 

there 

8 how can you assess the impacts of dredging? 

9 The DEIS says that there will be no impacts — 
no 


beach 


cause 


going 


10 economic negative impacts, in fact while there would be 

11 short term, there would be a positive impact in terms of 

12 construction jobs, long-term the economic impact is likely 

13 to be negative because these plants employ relatively few 

14 people, most of those people will not be local and 

15 industrializing the area is going to impact nature and 

16 tourism which is the number one industry here and will 

17 a negative economic impact. 

18 The endangered species consultation that is 

19 on with Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine 

20 Fisheries should be completed as part of the Environmental 

21 Impact Statement, not completed prior to construction, 

22 that's the only way that the public would have a chance to 
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24 wrong and should not be done. More comments will follow in 

25 writing, thank you. 
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MR. WORRELL: My name is Victor Worrell, 
W-o-r-r-e-1-1. If built these terminals will be the 

source of hazardous air pollution in the Rio Grande Valley 
and the health of our children is at stake. 

TCEQ has two reasonably thorough air quality 
monitoring stations in the area, one in Brownsville upwind 
of the proposed facilities and one in Mission, almost 70 
miles west which is not directly downwind. Our high school 
and our junior high school are three miles directly 

from the proposed facility. 

On September 1st, 2015 the Laguna Vista Town 
Council passed a Resolution officially opposing the 
construction of any LNG facility in the vicinity. A copy 

the Resolution was sent to the Federal Energy Regulation 
Commission. Laguna Vista is 5 miles directly downwind of 
the proposed facility. 

The lower Rio Grande Valley is habitat for many 
threatened and endangered species. The Environmental 

Statement states that these facilities are likely to 
adversely affect ocelots, aplomado falcons and piping 
plovers. These animals are endangered and irreplaceable. 

The actual local job creation is minimal, 
especially considering tourism-based jobs that will be lost 
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1 what I got. 

2 MS. NUNEZ: Terrie Nunez, T-e-r-r-i-e N-u-n-e-z. 

3 I'm a Port Isabel resident born and raised. Fracking has 

4 been known to spew hazardous levels of pollution, increased 

5 earthquakes and contaminate ground water and I strongly 

6 believe that tracked gas pipelines and LNG export terminals 

7 pose a major threat to the safety and well-being of my 

8 fellow residents and most importantly our environment. 

9 My home community and livelihood are in danger 

10 Rio Grande LNG builds its massive liquefied natural gas 

11 export terminal and flammable pipelines here. This massive 

12 fossil fuel industrial complex would pollute the paradise 

13 we've lived in and destroy our local economy with it. 

14 Many local businesses including my families 

15 depend on tourism. Most of our customers are from out of 

16 town who return year after year because of the beauty we're 

17 surrounded by. It's saddening to even think about losing 

18 customers we've grown to call family. What's even more 

19 disturbing is a massive company wanting to step all over us 

20 for their own cash flow gain. 

21 South Padre Island is the last untouched clean 

22 beach in Texas. Our area is well-known for fishing life, 

23 real estate opportunities, wildlife and marine life. LNG 

24 would be a blow to the Laguna Atascosa Wildlife Refuge, an 

25 international wildlife corridor with pristine wetlands and 
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1 home to the endangered ocelot and aplomado falcon. 

2 As a community that loves and supports any and 

3 all animals, why should we risk the health of our eco¬ 
system 

4 and our cities for money. The communities of Port Isabel, 

5 South Padre Island, Laguna Vista and Long Island Village 

6 have all passed anti-LNG Resolutions. 

7 Fellow residents and I are the ones who are 

8 affected here and we don't want LNG here. FERC needs to 

9 strongly hear our communities that will be forced to live 

10 within three miles of the terminals and deny the company 

11 permits. 

12 MR. RADNIK: My name is Robert Radnik, 

13 R-o-b-e-r-t R-a-d-n-i-k. I live in San Benito, Texas and 

14 I'm here to tell the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 

15 that I feel that these LNG Projects are the wrong way for 

16 this country to be moving. I think that we're running out 

17 of time as far as things that are happening in climate 

18 change and that we should be moving as fast away from the 

19 fossil fuel industry as we possibly can. 

20 Wind and solar should be things that we are 

21 focused on — renewable energy and finding better ways of 

22 utilizing our resources. Investors should be aware that 

23 this is a no win situation for them if we continue to upset 

24 the carbon cycle which our planet depends on — we're 

25 already losing the planet's air conditioner which is the 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 


97 


1 arctic, it's melting. 

2 This last year they posted the arctic ice extent 

3 tide the 6th lowest but even worse the thickest parts are 

4 getting thinner so that means as time goes by we'll be 

5 reaching tipping points that we will not be able to — the 

6 plant won't recover from for thousands of years. 

7 This equilibrium that we've lived in for the 

last 

8 11-12,000 years since the end of the last Ice Age has 

9 provided the growth for civilization and everything that we 

10 have right now and we're about to screw it up big time and 
I 

11 think that bringing these LNG plants only continues to 

12 exacerbate the problem and that we should be moving in 

other 

13 directions and that if our children and grandchildren are 

14 going to have a quality of life like we've had, this is the 

15 direction we should be taking, both economically, 

16 politically and socially, thank you. 

17 MR. ANDERSON: My name is Patrick Anderson and 

18 that is spelled P-a-t-r-i-c-k A-n-d-e-r-s-o-n. And my 

19 comments apply to both Texas LNG and Rio Grande LNG and Rio 

20 Bravo dockets. My comments are regarding specifically 

right 

21 now the conclusionary statements at the end of the 

executive 

22 summary. It says that FERC reached the conclusion that 


both 
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the denial of permits. The LNG Terminal would be 
constructed in an area currently zoned for commercial and 
industrial use along an existing, man-made Ship Channel. 
First point is that both Rio Grande and Texas LNG Terminal 
designs have operational footprint outside of the project's 
boundaries and outside of the Port of Brownsville boundary. 

Light and sound impacts are physical footprints 
of operation that extended beyond the Ship Cannel and into 
the wildlife corridor managed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service and the Laguna Atascosa Wildlife Refuge. 

Secondly, according to Section 7 of the 
Endangered Species Act as referred to in the Texas LNG 

Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act states that amended 
that, "Any project authorized, funded or conducted by any 
federal agencies should not jeopardize the continued 
existence of any endangered species or threatened species 

result in the destruction or adverse modification of 

of such species which is determined to be critical." 

The permit should be denied according to Section 
7 of the DEIS as listed species of habitat will be affected 
within the outside of the project boundaries as indicated 

the DEIS. Secondly, not all consultations and plans have 
been finalized as indicated in the DEIS. Some have not 


been 
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1 environment from the proposed project would be reduced to 

2 less than significant levels are nothing more than 

3 speculative. 

4 Furthermore there is no indication that Texas 

LNG 

5 or Rio Grande LNG will adopt FERC recommendations found 

6 throughout the DEIS. 

7 Third, Rio Grande developers would follow an 

8 environmental inspection program including environmental 

9 inspectors to ensure compliance with the mitigation 

measures 

10 that become conditions of the FERC authorizations. 

11 FERC staff would conduct inspections throughout 

12 construction, commissioning and operation of the project. 

13 There is no such inspection program found in the DEIS. 

14 Details regarding this plan should be included in the DEIS 

15 with an extended comment period for the public to review 

and 

16 comment. 

17 The U.S. Coast Guard issued a letter of 

18 recommendation indicating that the Brownsville Ship Channel 

19 would be considered suitable for the LNG marine traffic 

20 associated with projects. However, the Coast Guard did not 

21 take into consideration recommendations by the Society of 

22 International Gas Tanker and Terminal Operators, as 

23 published in site selection and design for LNG ports and 

24 jetty's. 
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1 The first parameter, there is no acceptable probability for 

2 a catastrophic LNG release. Three LNG facilities proposed 

3 at the Port of Brownsville in close proximity to each other 

4 increases the probability of catastrophic LNG release and 

5 thereby not in accordance to the guidelines and standards. 

6 Secondly, liquefied natural gas ports must be 

7 located where LNG vapors from spill or release cannot 

affect 

8 civilians. Tankers will be exiting the Port of Brownsville 

9 Ship Channel thereby passing only a matter of feet by Isla 

10 Blanca Park and the jetty's heavily populated by civilians. 

11 Recommendations from the National Laboratories 
of 

12 a distance of 2.2 miles and Doctor Jerry Havens, a former 

13 Coast Guard LNG vapor hazard researcher of three miles, 

14 populated areas including Long Island Village, Port Isabel 

15 and Isla Blanca Park are within these recommendations. 

16 Third recommendation — LNG shippers must be far 

17 from the ship transit fairway to prevent collision or all 

18 other vessels to prevent surging and ringing along the LNG 

19 pier and jetty's that may cause the ship to break its 

20 moorings and LNG connections since all the vessels must be 

21 considered an ignition source. 

22 The Brownsville Ship Channel is a narrow one-way 

23 channel that will be in close proximity to all Port 

24 Brownsville ship transit fairway and thereby present 
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1 of all proposed LNG facilities are on the end of the ship 

2 channel near the entrance and exit and this results in all 

3 Port of Brownsville ship traffic passing by all three LNG 

4 sites. 

5 MS. SHELDON: This is Kathleen Sheldon, 

6 K-a-t-h-l-e-e-n S-h-e-l-d-o-n. I grew up in Harlingen, I 

7 was born in the valley, grew up in Harlingen, have gone to 

8 the beach before they even had a ferry — I mean before 

they 

9 had a causeway but most importantly this is a very narrow - 

10 I'm very opposed to both the Rio Grande LNG Project and the 

11 Texas LNG Project. 

12 The reason is a very narrow corridor with a very 

13 narrow channel, a very narrow entryway from the Gulf right 

14 next to this area is you know, a resort area with condos 

and 

15 whatnot and then along the highway that will pass by these 

16 facilities are little areas for people to fish, also the 

17 Bahia Grande was recently restored as a wetland — just 

18 these precious rare delicate areas, that's number one. 

19 Number two, which isn't — just the worst thing, 

20 but the visual impact — can you imagine the people the 

21 people in the condos who are facing more west or the bay 

22 side look out and there they are for their honeymoon and 

23 they've rented a condo up on the 20th floor and they look 

24 out and what they see are flares similar to what you see at 
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have these things and we don't. 

And now we're going to be having them, it's just 
visually its' just a travesty then to speak of the 

— the air pollution, you know, you'll hear people say oh, 
the kids are going to get cancer, we're all going to get 
cancer and that can be true and but if that — if you don't 
sort of want to pay attention to that, there are things 

come out of these places, these facilities that do get in 
the air and it can't be good. 

If there ever is an accident or a major 

that disturbs the infrastructure, leakage, whatnot, it just 
isn't the place for it. Put it in somewhere else on the 
coast, further up the coast that's on the land — not on a 
delicate barrier island area. 

You know I just lose sleep thinking about the 
horribleness of this whole thing and its big money, its big 
people with big money who absolutely don't care one bit. 

But you ask them would you like to live — would you like 

have your condo looking out on that? I could tell you 

now none of the owners of these companies, none of the 
people that are profiting from all of this would even dream 
of having their condos right nearby. 

They're not up in Orange, Texas, they're not up 
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semi-sunset, you know, constantly. I just — oh I just 
can't stand it. You don't know the depth of my anger about 
it, and this is wrong and Texas Environmental Commission — 
whatever the group is, TEQ, is not paying attention to what 
the people are saying. 

They think we're just a couple of little people 
whining and that's not true. It's the wrong kind of 

in the wrong place and the future of the world is not in 
fossil fuels, it just isn't, you know, we're just going to 
get away from that and we will have this monstrosity so I'm 
just really furious and very angry. 

So thank you for having to listen or for you to 
type this up or to create this, you're the person that's 
listening to this and they did not give us donuts, they 

us a number but they didn't give us donuts to be here, but 
anyway thank you. 

MS. MEINERDING: Hi, Doris, D-o-r-i-s 

M-e-i-n-e-r-d-i-n-g and I spell that like all the time. I 
do not have my glasses so I do not have a prepared 

because I can't read what I have prepared but I will submit 
that online. One of the things that I find really 
disturbing is I read in the DEIS for Rio Grande LNG that 
they were looking at 3,655 acres being destroyed even 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 


24 about 40% of this they said would come back to life at some 

25 point but during the construction period 3,655 acres. 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 


104 

1 Out of curiosity I looked — I converted that to 

2 square miles, it comes to about 5 and square miles and 

3 then I looked at the size of South Padre Island, the size 

of 

4 Laguna Vista — add those two cities together and then you 

5 can take about 11% of Port Isabel and that would comprise 

6 3,655 acres and I started crying. 

7 I had no idea. I have looked at architectural 

8 drawings, I have been on the boat, I have been to the Port 

9 of Brownsville, I have looked at everything but until I 

10 actually did the math and saw how big just one facility was 

11 going to be and the crazy thing is its going to destroy so 

12 much wetlands. It's going to destroy so much of our 

13 eco-system which is so important. 

14 I won't even go there right now and they don't 

15 even have a binding contract. You're going to allow all of 

16 this destruction when there's no proof that they will ever, 

17 ever, export one iota of liquid natural gas? 

18 And the other thing is if they do get a binding 

19 contract there is evidence that shows between fracking and 

20 everything that goes in to creating LNG and exporting it to 

21 Europe, you would have as much damage done to the climate - 

22 I'm sorry I'm losing my words here and as I said I don't 

23 have this prepared. 

24 As if you were using coal and if you export it 


to 
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1 harmful to the environment than coal. So this is crazy and 

2 please for the sake of my grandchildren no permits please, 

3 thank you. 

4 MR. BEATY: Okay my name is William Beaty, 

that' s 

5 W-i-l-l-i-a-m last name B-e-a-t-y. I live in Luna Vista, 

6 Texas just a few miles from where we are right now. I'm a 

7 homeowner, I'm retired. I'm concerned about the health 

8 concerns specifically for our school children. I think 

9 that's been made clear and for the safety concerns of 

having 

10 an LNG terminal in an area where schools quite nearby and 

11 residences. 

12 Apart from that what really baffles me is with 

13 all of the previously impacted coastline on Texas and other 

14 parts of the Gulf, why on earth do we need to come to a 

15 pristine area which is the hub of Texas's recreation 

16 industry? 

17 We have — the fact that the tourism — 

18 eco-tourism specifically which means fishing, birding, all 

19 that's associated with the outdoors is a half a billion 

20 dollar business in the lower Rio Grande Valley, why are we 

21 putting those jobs — thousands of jobs, in jeopardy for a 

22 handful of jobs that this complex will bring? 

23 That is one thing that baffles me. I don't see 

24 any sense to it. 


There's a lot to be preserved here. 
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1 part of making that come about so I'm here to make my 

2 statement in opposition to this industry moving into the 

3 area. It's an area that should be preserved. 

4 Other parts of the coast have been lost, they 

are 

5 available and I think these people should be looking to 

6 those places to set up their plants. That is my statement, 

7 thank you. 

8 MS. LIPPMAN: My name is Susan Lippman, S-u-s-a- 

9 L-i-p-p-m-a-n. And I'm a Texan, I was born in Austin but I 

10 was brought here to the Rio Grande Valley when I was still 

11 in a cradle and so this is my early first home and we lived 

12 here until I went to — until I was 7 and this is a place 

13 that's very special to me because we came out to Padre 

14 Island all the time, every weekend and I learned to swim in 

15 the waves of the Gulf of Mexico. So it was a beautiful 

16 place then and it still is and I have to note that it's the 

17 tourist attraction for the whole state of Texas and beyond 

18 and that it is the eco-tourism economy here that is 

19 dependent on its beauty and its purity and its healthiness. 

20 It also attracts the retirement community and 

21 with the baby boomers starting to get that age, as I am, I 

22 know that many of them will be looking for a beautiful 

23 like this to live. There's too much that would be 


place 
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1 Besides just the tourism there's the fishing, 

2 dolphin tours and an incredible diversity of wildlife. 

3 There are wildlife preserves that are being threatened at 

4 the same time by the wall — the border wall and these 

5 projects. There's endangered populations of ocelots and 

6 probably even jaguars that need to cross freely from one 

7 side of the border to the other and to have sufficient 

8 habitat to continue. 

9 These areas are also situated where there are 

10 wetlands and where they will be subject to sea level rise 

11 that will probably be greater than anyone's predicting. 

12 They will be subject to hurricanes — much more fierce than 

13 we have established records of in the past. 

14 The amount of engineering that it would take to 

15 keep these facilities safe I think is probably beyond what 

16 most people are anticipating. And I understand that the 

17 natural gas terminals which means they are liquid because 

18 they're under so much pressure that gas becomes liquid. If 

19 these were to be breached, a cloud of natural gas could go 

20 up in the air un-combusted but mixed with oxygen and be 

21 extremely volatile and it could drift over a populated 

area, 

22 even the high school on Highway 100 and could explode 

23 somewhere at some distance from the terminal itself. 

24 And I have a concern — even though I am not a 

25 tribal member myself, I think that it is just morally 
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1 unconscionable to desecrate the gravesites and the sacred 

2 sites of the tribes who have lived here since long before 
my 

3 ancestors even came to this country even though that was a 

4 couple of hundred years ago. Those ancestors have been 

here 

5 for thousands of years. 

6 Even though this is not my backyard now, there 

7 are effects that affect me and the whole of Texas and they 

8 affect the whole of the planet. I understand that the 

9 purpose of a liquid natural gas terminal is for exporting 

10 the gas and we have leaks of methane. Natural gas is 

mostly 

11 methane and the leaks will be along the whole structure of 

12 the pipeline wherever there are nodes and stations and 

13 methane is so much more powerful than carbon dioxide that 

14 it's a significant climate influencer by itself. 

15 But if you look at the big picture, the liquid 

16 natural gas terminals facilitate the export of natural gas 

17 which will of course, help the oil and gas companies with 

18 their profits but doesn't do that much for the State of 

19 Texas and therefore it will increase the rate and amount of 

20 fracking all over the State of Texas which is a danger to 

21 the water supplies and as the future predicts more draughts 

22 as well as more fierce storms and downbursts of rain, that 

23 water that's in the ground will be especially important to 


24 


the future generations and that also is being threatened by 
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1 All in all we do not need these terminals and 

2 they should not be approved. 

3 MS. CABALLERO: My name is Lydia Caballero, 

4 L-y-d-i-a C-a-b-a-l-l-e-r-o. I came to speak opposing the 

5 LNG Project for this area of the Rio Grande Valley of South 

6 Texas and I have many reasons for opposing this. 

7 First of all I am a retired surgical nurse and 
as 

8 a surgical nurse I traveled across this great country, 

9 Canada, Central and South America. I am bi-lingual. I 

10 experienced working in the areas of Canada where the 

11 fracking industry was big for natural gas. 

12 I started seeing an upsurge in unusual cancers 
in 

13 that area and after research was done they found that yes 

14 indeed, there were some cancers that were going up in the 

15 rates in that area, also, while I was there and prior to I 

16 had heard of and experienced several earthquakes which were 

17 proven later to be extremely caused by the fracking. 

18 The other reason I'm here is because I am a 5th 

19 generation shrimper. My father, my great-grandfather and 

20 his father were all shrimpers, my brothers — four of my 11 

21 brothers are shrimpers and this will affect the pollution 
in 

22 the air and also in the sea with the hurricanes and the 

23 different tides in this part of the country. 

24 I'm scared of having experiencing the upsurge in 
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1 also I worked in north central as a travelling nurse in 

2 North Central Texas. My bloodline is American Indian. I 
am 

3 57% Native American. I think my great-grandfathers and all 

4 of my ancestors would be rolling in their grave on that 

side 

5 of the family. They had been here for many, many hundreds 

6 of years. 

7 On the other side of the family my bloodline 

goes 

8 all the way back to the people that came from Spain and had 

9 — the queen had given them the deeds here and those 

10 ranchers that came from Spain and set up in this part of 

11 Texas, took care of the lands and I don't think is taking 

12 care of the lands. 

13 I think that we can do well enough with solar 

14 energy and other forms of looking for energy and I would 

15 like for this to be considered on behalf of not just my 

16 ancestors but also my grandchildren that I hold dear to my 

17 heart and the future generations in my community and in my 

18 family, thank you. 

19 MR. FRY: Hello, yes my name is William Jason 

20 Fry, Fry F-r-y and I'm a resident of South Padre Island and 

21 Brownsville. I have houses in both places. Our house here 

22 is a rental, specifically condo. That is what I'm really 

23 worried about. My mother — she lives off of the income of 

24 that property and we're located directly at the base of the 
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1 that our tourism — the tourism will drop off and then that 

2 will affect us monetarily and basically my mother will lose 

3 her livelihood. 

4 I can move away, I can go back to Dallas where 

5 I'm from, where I've lived, she cannot — she's elderly. 

So 

6 I'm concerned about her livelihood. I'm also concerned 

7 about the livelihood of the people here — the fisherman, 

8 the shrimpers, the people that derive their income from 

9 tourism and that's really my concerns. 

10 So South Padre Island is a tourist — it drives 

11 almost I would say 98% of its income from tourism and if 

12 people fail or quit coming down here, that will dry up and 

13 this area will go downhill rather quickly. You can see 

that 

14 in other areas north of here — Corpus Christi, things like 

15 that. 

16 What we really like down here and the reason 

that 

17 people live down here is because we have a good quality of 

18 life. We don't have the income level that you would in a 

19 large metropolitan area, however our quality of life is its 

20 nice and peaceful and it's not polluted. 

21 You know, when you live in a big city so often 
if 

22 you want to do anything you have to spend money. Down here 

23 if you want to do something you can just walk outside and 
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and things like that. So that's really the jewel of this 
area and just because certain people at this time are not 
appreciating it and they seem to think that petrol chemical 
plants will — that our environment can co-exist with 

chemical plants — I see that as completely 100% false. 

People come here because it is not polluted and 
it's not industrialized. I think that in the future that 
you will be able to put a monetary value on this and that 
people will come from all over the country to experience 

wildlife and our birds and our wonderful weather. 

If these petrol chemical plants come in they're 
going to ruin the view, specifically between Brownsville 

South Padre Island. If we have structures — petrol 
chemical structures that are interfering with the skyline, 
basically what it's going to look like is you're going to 
have 20 miles of petrol chemical industrialization — 

in a 4 mile tourist area. I don't think anybody is going 

want to drive through 20 miles of industrialization to 

4 miles of beach. 

I don't think that that beach is going to be 
clean and going to be — I don't think people are going to 
want to go, so we have that. We have our air quality — a 
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1 that gets handed to them. 

2 Another thing is the fishing — for instance we 

3 think they just spent 4 billion dollars or something 

4 ridiculous like that on cleaning up and opening up our 

5 largest new estuary and fish breeding ground — the Bahia 

6 Grande. 

7 Now if you put directly across the street a 

8 chemical plant that its emissions are volatile chemicals 

and 

9 things such as that, if you kill the environment of the 

10 fishing. If you pollute the water and the fish eggs die 

11 then there's not going to be any fish. If there's not 

going 

12 to be any fish then there will not be any fishermen to pay 

13 for people like myself who's a bartender and I derive my 

14 income from our tourists, so I really strongly and 100% 

15 oppose the LNG plants. 

16 MS. STEINBERG: It's Laurel Steinberg, 

17 L-a-u-r-e-1 S-t-e-i-n-b-e-r-g. Okay I want to make some 

18 comments about Rio Grande LNG first — just a couple of 

19 things. Regarding the mitigation for filling wetlands, 

20 right now there's no satisfactory plan for mitigating the 

21 loss of wetlands. 

22 Preserving the Loma's which they're proposing 

23 does not replace the wetlands that they are filling. 

24 Regarding the visual impacts — 


the EIS claims minimal 
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Route 48 with refrigeration trains and storage tanks right 
across from the Bahia Grande which will be open soon for 
public recreation, so how will this not be a major visual 
impact — and that's all I want to say about Rio Grande 

And for Texas LNG also regarding mitigation they 
propose to preserve 45 acres of wetlands which are already 
protected by Fish and Wildlife Service. That is not 
mitigation — they need to create or restore wetlands. 

Regarding impacts on wildlife — there was no 
explanation of why they claim the impacts on wildlife are 
not significant. Regarding the Endangered Species Act, all 
consultations should be completed before the record of 
decision, not before the project construction. 

Regarding the Garcia Pasture, there needs to be 

plan from the Texas Historical Commission — the site 

just be removed. Regarding the SpaceX launch failure 
analysis — it does not seem to be in the EIS. 

Also there are many other missing items which 

being required prior to construction or prior to the 

site preparation. So when can the public review these 

and who will make sure that these items will be properly 
completed? And that's all I want to say right now. 
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1 not available in Spanish which is the predominant language 

2 here in the Rio Grande Valley. 

3 The DEIS statement — the DEIS is incomplete. 

4 There is a long list of important information that FERC is 

5 requesting from Rio Grande before the end of the comment 

6 period. How are we supposed to comment on information that 

7 isn't there? All endangered species consultations with FWS 

8 and MMFS should be completed before the FERC decision, not 

9 before construction. 

10 This is especially true in regards to the ocelot 

11 and jaguarundi — the ocelot there are only 50 known left 
in 

12 the United States. They all are here in the Rio Grande 

13 Valley just very close by and they are protected under the 

14 Endangered Species Act. They are a federally protected 

15 animal. 

16 And this — especially in Section 7 and 9 of the 

17 Endangered Species Act it specifically says that not only 

18 are they protected, but also the environment that they live 

19 in — it cannot be altered. 

20 Next, the comment deadline should be extended 

for 

21 at least two weeks after all the required information is 

22 submitted and made public. And I'm going to say this again 

23 just because I'm so passionate about it and it hurts my 

24 heart that the FERC DEIS is not available in Spanish. This 
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is not available in the predominant language of the Rio 
Grande Valley and its residents. 

The mitigation plan is grossly inadequate. 

is no mitigation plan for the Upland Loma and brush habitat 
that will be destroyed. For the wetlands that will be 
filled in, in the preserving an area that is already under 
official wildlife service protection and management — so 
that is not mitigation, not in the least is that 

The Wetlands Mitigation Plan as proposed will 
violate the No Net Loss Federal Policy. I want to repeat 
that — the wetlands mitigation plan as proposed will 
violate the No Net Loss Federal Policy. I also want to 
comment on the Texas tortoise which is a state-protected 
animal. 

The Texas LNG DEIS states that their plan is to 
gather the tortoises and put them on another piece of land 
nearby and it says that that's a fine plan. That is not — 
it's grossly inadequate as well. There are no details on 
how they plan to herd these little critters up, where 
they're going to go, how they're going to do that. 

This is just not — I mean it's just a 

plan. I would not call that a plan at all to gather up a 
state protected animal without further details and that 
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1 I'd also like to comment on the retail value of 

2 properties in Port Isabel in South Padre Island and the 

3 other beautiful communities around this area. As you might 

4 know there are some very valuable pieces of property that 

5 people invest very highly in. As stated in the DEIS for 

6 Texas LNG they do recognize that properties that are at a 

7 very high proximity so I guess the higher up you get in 

real 

8 estate, the more expensive this real estate is. 

9 You can imagine we have multi-million dollar 

10 properties that are going to have a beautiful view of these 

11 plants should they be — if they do come to fruition, 

12 they're property values will definitely go down and this is 

13 not exactly addressed. 

14 The communities need to know that their 

15 properties are at risk of being devalued and they should be 

16 able to have a report and be able to comment. 

17 MS. JOE: My name is Diana Lucas Joe, I am a 

18 grandmother age — oh my name, you spell it D-i-a-n-a 

19 L-u-c-a-s J-o-e. I am a grandmother, my age is 58. I am 

20 here to just let the people know that as a grandmother I 

21 don't think it's a good idea for any kind of intrusion to 

22 come through the lands that I grew up in because it 

23 terrifies me to know that in the future maybe my 

24 grandchildren will not be able to have the enjoyment of the 

25 beautiful land areas and the beauty that comes with the 
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1 territory here to enjoy themselves as I did as a child, you 

2 know. 

3 And so basically that is why I am wanting to 

4 speak here with Native American roots in this area. We 

5 have a lot of ceremonies that go on here and so I want my 

6 grandchildren to understand that this is where these 

7 ceremonies are buried, especially like my bilicus (ph) 

8 ceremony when I was born here in Brownsville, Texas. 

9 It's the belly button and the placenta is giving 

10 back to the earth and if anything goes through the land 

they 

11 will desecrate that sacredness and these are my stories and 

12 basically that's just what I want to say. I am pleading. 

13 They told us never to beg but I am pleading with the 

14 corporations that have intentions to come through and never 

15 mind us and I speak on behalf of my parents who taught me 

16 the stories of the land here. 

17 My grandmother who is of Yaqui descent so from 

18 the Yaqui Tribe and so it pains me very much — I am, I 

have 

19 trouble sitting here talking because I don't have the 

20 educated words to say more other than please don't bring 

21 your pipes, don't bring your things that will further hurt 

22 the earth because we already have like this fence that went 

23 up too and that was without ceremony and that hurts. 

24 And so that's all I have. I thank you in 

advance 
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MR. JOE: (Native American words). They call me 

Davin Joe, D-a-v-i-n J-o-e. Thank you for allowing me this 
opportunity to speak a few words. I want to share from a 
perspective of my indigenous people of the Dinen Nation who 
are labeled as Navajo people. 

In my land there have been many companies that 
came through our reservation to extract resources through 
our land — coal, uranium, lumber and such and these 
companies through time through my years that I have been 
around since the early '60's all the way up to this point, 
you know, companies that have come through these. 

My reservation had like always extracted 
resources like I've said. You know, let's say for example 
the timber has been extracted and in return there's no 
replanting. Coal has been extracted — very little of the 
royalties have come to the Nation. Uranium have been 
extracted, uranium tailings have been exposed even though 

this day and these companies have come through let's say 

devastation of uranium. The tailings have never been 
cleaned up. 

EPA have also been involved yet as far as 
clean-up wise. These things are still troublesome on the 
Navajo Reservation and I'm sure all these other 
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Well, these are just an experience of what I've 
seen, what corporations can do or companies and so from my 
perspective, I'm married to this area. My wife is from 
Brownsville, Texas. When I was about 8 years old my father 
taught me that, you know, because I was going to visit 
Missouri — Independent, Missouri with a teacher that asked 
me to go back with her to her home town. 

My father told me that you make sure you go look 
to the east and wherever the air touches the earth, 

the earth compliments the air you walk and you make your 
circumference. Go all the way around the radius and look 

the four cardinal directions and I want you to take care of 
that land, because that's the land that you will be in. 

take care of that land as if you were on the Deni Res. 

you were raised at. 

And that same piece of honor, give it that honor 
where you're going to be visiting that and from that day on 
the valuable father/son yes and that's always been there 
with me. So now that I'm married here, I did the same 
thing. This is the land that I take care of and this is 

land that I'm in. I now understand that there will be a 
company that will be coming through putting maybe — 


putting 
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23 pipeline through here. 

24 I would say that maybe this company is not a 

25 company, maybe this company might be — have had other 


new 
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1 experiences in other parts of the land. This country — 

2 maybe out of this country too and I'm just going to say 

that 

3 if you were to look at this, the track record of this 

4 company I'm going to make sure that probably it's not going 

5 to 100% a pure company as far as respecting Mother Earth, 

6 respecting the land because past history, like I said this 

7 company is from my land, coal, uranium, forestry. 

8 These companies that came through took what they 

9 needed, took what they wanted, but left and washed their 

10 hands of the clean-up or took it without replenishing what 

11 was there before. Therefore I'm going to say this much — 

12 that this new company that's coming through probably has 

the 

13 same thing. 

14 So I speak as a relative to the Plant Nation — 

15 the animal, the human beings, the ones that crawl, all 

these 

16 are my relatives and for those that can't speak in that 

17 regard I speak to against the devastation of the elements 
of 

18 Creator's creation so that the future of the non-born 

19 children are to come, they can reap something that's 

20 beautiful. This is a beautiful part of this land. I came 

21 to be married here and I'd liked to see it stay that way. 

22 So I appreciate this time that was given to me, 

23 thank you very much and I appreciate you too to take my 
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24 words. 

25 (Whereupon at 9:00 p.m., the meeting was 



20190102-4005 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 01/02/2019 


122 


1 concluded.) 
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